. Subsurface Investigation of Navy Broadway Complex

A subsurface investigation of the Navy Broadway Complex was conducted to locate the
archaeclogical remains of the variety of commercial activities which cccurred along the waterfrent,
and which might demonstrate the change in these commercial enterprises mrough ime reflecting
the maturing of the metropolxtan environment in downtown San Diege. For instance, as coal was
replaced by oil as the primary {uel for heat, the numerous waterfront companies that had been

associated with the Spreckels Brothers’ coal importing business had to adapt to the change in this
major commercial activity. ~ The subsurface mvpsugauc was intended to also find artifacts
asscciated with the ccmmercial wharves and shanties constructed on the project site.

The chjective of the investigation was to determine if any extant archeecicgy would vield
information important to the historical record of the waterfront area.

Specific sets of artifacts that were considersd tc be impertant to the data and which were
zpected in the depesit included: :

that would reveal the dietary patterns of the occupants of the
L
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3 Items reflecting the variety of commercial activities that occurred along the
waterfront. This information would be :.zg rificant to the understanding of San
. Diege histery because it would reveal the relationship of the waterfont

- community 1o the major waterfront business {ireight importing) 2s oppesed 10
the primary local 3:ade {Eshing and whaling).

? Artifacts reflecting the freight importing business and the arrival of ships from

araund *Tﬂe world, significant in what they reveal about how these activities
affected the iocal populadon.

® - Artifacts reflecting the types of materials actually imported, such as coal, cement,
weod, building materials or other goods, demonstrating trends in business and
merchandising in San Diego during a time when the City was becoming a major
urban center.

Four trenches were excavated on the site. A map of the trenc 4 locations is shows in Figurs 4-66.
Ornly cne itrench did not oroduce historic materials. ’i’his may have besn due IC previous
disturbance {rom pipeline .us;_ahauons.
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1

4
"y P
thea gfmrir teampinac
of therfour trenches,

e R as ~ Iy rof g matorinin 1l
: ine teroer 3oils comtained ms;m.c maisriak In
e ~

tlne riv-ari =y
i i) \-ugu

24
]
=i

JBIEE40007.48



AR |
: Ui
L
o
- ey -.
. e Y
C IFIET
N \

e
[#]
&N

o
il

i
Y

(=]
@
B s o s

7 HONIWL j

LLbL il

nch Location Map
vy Broadway Comnlex Proect

=
b

:IW

: =
s

4 N

-1
U AR
& ek
=

ol

w

]

=

=,

P

izt

[t

=N

£ HONHHLL




. Y Trhe preservation of organic materials in the deposit, such as wood, bone,
leather, seeds, glass, and ceramics, is excellent, due in part tc the encapsulation
cf the depesit by the dredged Sl

? Although certain intact elements of the wharves and shanties (i.e., the pier
pilings) remained, the integrity of the material appeared to be substantially
damaged, probably by the dredging operations when the bulkhead was

constructed.
® The variety of materials recovered from the trenches reveal the wide range of

activities that ocourred at the waterfront,
Evaluation of Eligibility of Subsurface Resources

The laboratery analysis of the recoversd items documented a wide range of materials; however

wxhile some of the : atﬂ-gor-e r2 t00 numercus {0 count, such as wood fragments or pebbic-sized

ieces of brick, the majerity of the categeries included tco few items o Drov'de a basis from which
to af‘d"—‘ss any important 1 research questions. Food bene was a par&zcuiar category that included
to0 few specimerns fo permit valid interpretaticn. Similerly, bottie glass was preseat in the
gcovery, but in quantities too small to permit any meaningful interpratations.

Ul

As an adjuact o the labcratory analysis, the presence of fish remains in the collection was
rs;aorf'f—'d to the San Diege Unified Port Disirict. This information was considersd o be
otentiaily ) important because the Port District i c*wfent‘iv attempting to deveiop a historical
account of the natural resources of the bay. One means by which io identify the fish species in
:he bay is through the study of historical siies around the bay that include r2mains of z‘"zsh iakan
25 part of commerci ial fishing enterprises and soid in iocal markets. The size of the sample of fish
materials from beneath the project site was too small to supply valuable informaticn.

iJ 'u

'i'

The recovered artifacts did not provide any i{‘d of the variety of commercial activitias that
tock place within the siudy area. The resecarch effort using maps and other data provides a uselul

compilation of businesses lccated along the water ront, but the artifact collection from the
trenches was too small and the integrity of data was too unclear to support a cerrsiaticn between

the historic research data and the archaeoclogical depesit. The artifact materials alsc do not
definitively demonstrate a shift from shanties Or residences in the area ¢ business concerns during
the late 1800s. The artifact recovery also did not include any nolew i.‘y data concerning the
shipping business, other than the co al 1ma@r*1 ig enterprise ofthe Spracksls Brothers’ Cumnan
{reprasented by pleces of coal in Trenches 2 and 4). It is more likely that data of this type would
te found on the west side of the project sige, where the ships were moored, rather than on the
cast side along the histeric shorsline, where the trenches wers excavated.

Tre subsurface anaiysis demonstrated thai the hisioric depo thi

contains 2 variety of well-orsserved materials o documeat the 500 '-'oe"ﬁﬁemc «.,o d:

wateriront DOLLL‘B,LIC‘;. Because San Diego is a major city that has played 2 major o

nistory of Califorata, the historic waterfzont has besn documented su bsf‘auqaa;j
m-CEograpra and While the Caia beneath the siie Is interssting in its content, i
anDears that an ﬂdemiaﬁding of the n;star_/ of the waterfront can more cificiently be gained by
use of exsting documentation. Substantial additicnal excavation would yzend lar g [ 3ampies of
some materials, but it is not clear that these artifacts would provide new lmpertant informaticn

which is not already avaiiabie i‘from other sources.
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Determination of Eligibility for Subsurface Resources .

Critetion D of the National Register criteria for evaluation (3¢ CFR 60.4) would be the mest
iikely determinant fcor the subsurface resocurces, Le., that the site "may be likely to yield
7 y LS, ‘ ¥y ¥

. . 3 . T’ . . - . . ,
information important in histery.” However, based on the investigation of historic documentaticn,
Diego’s historic waterfront. Also, the damage to the integrity of the artifacts {caused by historic
g v it g g o By

dredging operations which moved and mived materials) and the resultant lack of a clear
stratigraphy {which hinders the ability to relate artifacts o time and place) diminishes the value
of this rescurce for the Naticnal Register. Consequently, the Navy has determined that the
subsurface resources do aot meet the criteria for inclusion in the National Register. The State
Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO) has concurred.

Navy Broadway Complex Buildings

An important part of the Navy prasence in Sap Diego was, and is, the Maval Supply Center
(NSQC), San Diego, cne of the commands located on the Navy Broadway Complex NSC is one
of the four largest supply facilities in the Navy, with annexes at North Island, Maticnal City, Point
Loma, and Long Beach. As part of the 11th Naval District established in February of 1921, the
first unit of the Naval Supply Center--the north wing of Building No. I--was begun late in 1921
It was compieted in May of 1522, officially opened on August 8, 1922, and the first stores arrived
on February 1, 1923. This structure (and the later 163R8-1939 addition) has served as the
headquarters facility for the Naval Supply Center since the base was first opened. In 1926, funds
were appropriated for the construction of the Navy Pier across Harbor Drive from the future site
of Building No. 12. Figure 4-67 provides an aerial view of the project area as seen in 1932, In
the 193Cs and 1940s, construction was completed on the remainder of the buildings on the Navy
Breadway Complex, including the largest structurs, Buflding Mo. 12. The expansion of the Maval

Supply Center facilities was necessitated by World War 1L

Today, the Naval Supply Center continues to serve as the supply headquarters facility. The
majority of buildings have, however, bezn altered {interior and/or exterior) ic accommedate
changing needs and storage reguirements.

Tield Survey and Buildineg inventory

A feld survey of the existing buildings on the Navy Broadway Complex was conducted to
determine the age, architectural status, present condition, and historical status of the buiidings
on the site. Al major structural and architectural features wers photographed. Table 4.10-1
lists the buildings, their units, and dates of constructicn. In addition, a reconnaissance of the

4

project sitg for evidence of historic deposits or other cultural resources was conductad.
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tructuras were 2ach consiruciaed in hases

[
oy
L¢)]
b 45]
]
9
0
%
Q
£
td
Q.
<]

o »
and noi as part of a unified development dlan. As 1, they were bullt in a number of
generally industrial styles utilizing 2 wide wariety of comsiruclicn materials, The majorily of
buildings on the Navy Broadway Complex do not, thers ;i 1] either individual
or district lsting on the National Register, Despite nsiie--
along with the Mavy Pier adjacent i the site--prasent an historical and architectural presence

4-195
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ferial View of the Project Area
(February 2, 1932
NMavy Broadway Complex Project .
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TABLE 4.10-1

INVENTORY OF EXISTING STRUCTURES AT THE

Building No.l

Grirri nal Name/Use:
Current Name/Use:

Ccns ruction ate:

Cendition:
Alterations:

Building No. 5

Criginal Name/Use:
Current Nerme/Tse:

oo

ucrst:ucnc“ Date:

Conditicn:
Alteraticns:

Building Neo. 6

Originali Name/Use:
Cm;‘.m Name/Use:
Construction Date:

Size:

rehiteci:

Duilder

Condition:

Alteraticns:

!.

IB/ec40001.48

NAYY BROADWAY COMPLEX

Sterehouse

Administration building, adrinistraticn
general warzhcuse

19211922, 1938-1339 (tws phases)

357,577 square feet

U. 8. Navy Public Works

Unkneown

Good

Major addition of a seven-story scuth wing

Fad and
crfices,

93«_.,

modifications to the window and doorway

cpeaings, and numersus iniericr rs

Bulger Buiiding

Transit shed, iraining space,
adminisiration building

1835

15,219 sguare feet

iJnkacwn {zresumanly U. S, Navy Pul

Unkaown

Goed

oHC

Adterad in accordancs with plans draws i 153

modelngs

’f‘]"‘f' {..

v

Y
I 9’

and undergone numercus mincr modification io

the window and docrway openings.

|
Storzhouse
Packing shed, warshouse
1938-1939
30,V88 square feet
* 1.8, Navy Public Woriks
Umgﬁow:'z
Goed

T = - "
naltersd extatior ,



Building No. 7

Original Name/Use:
Current Name/Use:
Construction Date:
Size:

Architecy:

Builder:

Cenditicn:
Alterations:

Building Neo. 8

Original Name/Use:
Current Name/Use:
Construction Date:
Size:

Architect:

Builder:

Condition:
Adterations:

Building Ne. 2

Original Name/Use:
Current Name/Use:

Constructiocn Date:
Sizer

Axchitect:

Builder:

Condition:
Alterations:

IB/e540001.45

TABLE 4.19-1 (continued)

Storehcuse

Cold storage warehouse

1938-1939

313,339 cubic feet, 25,913 squars fect
U.S. Navy Public Works 1
Unkncwn ‘
Good

Altered by the enclosurs of beth window and
doorway openings, and by the additicn of Building
No. 9

Storchouse
Flammables sicrchouse
1938-193%

2,090 square fest
1.8, Navy Public Works
Unknown
Good
Altered by the enclosure of the original deorway
opening arnd the removal of the original concrste
stens :

Gas and cylinder storage building

Cold Storage, administration building, and battery
shop

1540-1941

Goed .
Mincr modifications to several window and

doorway Openings 1




. TABLE 4.13-1 (continued)

Building MNe, 14

Original Name/Use: Storehouse for bulk storage

Current Nam e/Us‘,. Gerneral wareshcuse

Construction Date 194(-1541

Size: 20,277 square feat

Architect: 1.8, Navy Pubiic Werks

Buiider: Unimown

Conditicn: Goocd

Alterations: l\f’r'inor modifications to window and docorway
Eu.i ngs

Building Ng. 11

Criginal Name/Use: Pier and transit m_ed
Current Name/Use: Transit shed, general warshouse, pier
Consiruction Date: 1943-1842
Size: 297,775 square feet {nct including attached supply
pier;
Asrchitest: U.;:. Navy Public Works
. Buiider: Unknown
{Condition: Good
Alrerations: Substantially unaitersd

Butlding No. 12

Original Name/Use: Unkacwn
Currenat Mame/Use: eneral warshouse, adminisivation
building
Consiruction Date: ' 1944
Size 427,041 square feet
Architect: Unknown
Butider: Unkaown
Cordition: Good
Alterations: Connected to Building No. 1 2! the third story
igvel by an overpass



Building Mo, 13

Original Name/Use:
Current Name/Use:

Construction Date:
Siza:

Axrchitecs:

Builder:

Cendition:
Alterations:

Building Nao. 19

Original Name/Use:
Current Name/Use:
Construction Date:
Size:

Architect:

Builder:

Condition:
Alterstions:

Building No. 105

Or?gina? Name/Use:
Current Name/Use:

Construction Date:
Size:

Architect:

Builder:
Condition:
Altaraticns:

JB/GE40001.4B

TABLE 4.19-1 (continued)

Unknown

Substaticn (ﬁresumably an electrical
transformer room;

1942

Approximately 106 square feet

Unknown

Unknown

Good

None

atry house
Gaiehouse

1956

12 square fest

U.8. Navy Public Works
Unknown

Good

None

Garage and sired

Public Werks SHGC administraticn
offices
1931-1932

11,006 square feet

U.S. Navy Pubiic Works

Unknown.:

Good

Altered by many medifications 10 window and
docorway openings by nsxdera le interior
J}Cdf”'ng, and by the *e”*\,vai of 2 strocture form
the ceniral co z.‘jial‘d

4-20C




Building Ne. 196

Original Name/Use:

Current Name/Use:
Canstruction Date:
Size:

Architect:

Bulder:

Condition:
Alterations:

Building Ne. 198

COrisinal Name/Use:
Current Name/Use:
Construction Date:
Size:

Architect:

Builder:

Conditicn:

Alterations:

Building Mo. 110

COriginal Name/Use:
Current Name/Use:

Construction Date:
Size:

Agrchitect:

Builder:

Condition:

Tty 1 .
Asteratzons:

TRELADNMN AR

-

TABLE 4,10-1 (continued)

emporaty storage building
Public Works shops, cafeteria
1933
20,667 square feet
U.S. Navy Public Works

Unlknown
Cood

Altered by many medificaticns ic window and
deorway openings, by considerable intericr
remodeling, and by the removal of a siructure from
the central courtyard

Siorehouse

Transit Shed -
1836

12,960 squars feet
U.5. Navy Pubiic Weorks
Unkaown

Good

ot ; ;
Yirtually unaitered

Medical siorage building
Administraticn building, education
center, zost office, conference room
1942-1943
40,336 squars fzet
U.S. Navy Public Works
Urknown '
Goeod
Aldtered by many minor moedifications o the

-window openings and extensive interior remodeling

ey

P | - .
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Building Ne. 113

Original Name/Use:

Current Name/Use:
Construction Date:
Size:

Architect:

Builder:

Condition:
Alterations:

Building No. 114

Original Name/Use:

Current Name/Use:
Construction Date:
Size:

Arschitact:

Builder:

Condition:
Alterations:

Building No. 113

Original Name/Use:

Current Name/Use:
Construction Date:
Sl.:.\...

Architect

RBuilder:

Conditicn: -
Alterations:

TB/6A40601.48

TABLE 4.10-1 (continued)

Storage building for fre fighting

equipment -
Fire station, guard locker rocm "
1942-1543

2,304 square feet

U.S. Navy Public Works
Unknown

Good

Virtually unaltered

Temporary warchouse, laber ?f‘rﬁe
temporary lockers, ioilet building
Credit unicn/labor lobby
1943
1,440 square feet
1J.S. Navy Public Works
Unkaown
Geod
Altered by mincr modifications io the window and
docrway openings

Fish market

Dispensary

1928-1929

2,856 square feet _

Navy acguired iong afier it was built

Unknown

Good

Substantially aitered by window enclosurss,
docorway alterations, and by conversion of use and
interior rex wodeling

4-2062




{see Figures 4-68 and 4-69). Building No. 1 contains a north wing built in 1922, and a scuth wing
.buﬂt in 1938 and 1939. The pier and Building No. 11 (see Figure 4-70) were built between 1932
and 1942, and Building No. 12 was built in 1944, These buildings also form an architsctural unit,
and are tied together both in terms of general form {design) and functicn. In =ffect, although the
entire Navy Broadway Complex does not appear to qualify as an architectural district, these three
units wouid appear o qualify for the National Register lsting as a single architectural and/or
histcrical group. (Note: Building No. 11, the Navy Pier, is act within the boundaries of the
defined project site, but is part of a potentially significant grouping of three structures.)

;—r

Evalnation of Blioibility of the Structures

Rased upon Criterion C of 36 CFR 60.4, Buildings 1, 11, and 12 appear tc meet National Register
Criteria as a single architectural and hstc‘rzcai group. T‘qey repr gsent the entire development
histcry of the Navy Broadway Complex, and are the principal amh;tectural components of the
facility. T‘qey are all designed in compatible utilitariar/industrial styles, and retain a high degres
of integrity in wns;de*a’c‘on of the fact that the major alteration {the south wing addition
Building Ne. 1} is 50 years old. Building No. 12 (19M\ is less than 30 years old, but it reprssent
the iargest st:uct"-e cn the Navy ;rﬁaciw Co lex and is a dominant architectural iﬂatdm
These three siructuras are primary ¢ -r.:tr:ouL_ g fe a‘ r2s 10 the overall architectural character of
this area of the San Diego wateriront.

)

None of the other buﬂdings cn the Mavy J:wadwav Complex appear eligible for acmination o

the National Register, based upon the icllowing factors:
. ° Alterations {form and/or function)
2 iack of dzsun rishing features
2 {.eval of criginal historical or functicnal Importance o base operation

Each of the non-eligitle buiidings clearly played a role in the develepment and operational aistor
of the base, but the relative level of importance of 2ach of these buildings is clearly iess significant
than the three buildings listed as potentially eligible for nomination fo fLe Nat;onal Register. The
non-eligible buiidings are most appropriately seen as armztecturally associated features related o
the three prmaﬁy structures. 1he architectural associations are, however, relatively weak, 2s the
numercus associated buiidings are carried out in a number of differing styles and construction

ma gais Nore of the other buildings on the site wouid appear io qualify as individually 2ligible

in addition, because the majcrity of the buildings within the Navy Broadwa}r Complex were nct
constructed as part of a planned development; are no‘ of any umf ed uESsU"l type, or methed of
consiruction; and have heen substantiz ly medified both anG/of range
of use, it is suggested ihat the entirs building complex a5 2 who o
considersd io be eligibie for nomination 10 the Mational Remsge" .

nt o inclo

A

3 i e tlorm
,aiterac_, anc/Cr represenialive O

. i dev aent.  Specifical i’iirj s the headguarters complex, 2
ioca ted at 1 "JQ; i Island, National City, Point L@-. and Long Beach. Maost anor pnazes, aw

a
onsideration of district siigitility, as justificd on a *‘"rmhch“ or purely aistorical/developmenta

r\

‘".l
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basis, would have to include these annexes. The possibility of making a positive finding for such
a district determinaticn of eligibility is extremely remcte, and it iS again bugr*est..,d thaL
consideration of a district for the Navy Broadway C Compiex is inappropriate,

Determination of Eliotbility for the Structures

Building Nes. 1 and 12 clearly represent a district architectural entity in conjunction with the
Navy Pier. They further represent a recegnizable type of construction, and represent every major

cericd of base develecpment. As such, the Navy believes these structures qualify as eligible under
Cuh-.,non C: Distinctive Characteristics for listing on the Naticnal Register, It is not suggested
here that these buildings weuld each qualify as individually eligible, ’cut rather as a unit. Other
buildings cn the site dc not apoear to qualify either individually or as a unit. SHFPO has
concurred with this finding.

Cultvral Rescurees in the Vicinity of the Project

As z2n element of the Section 106 process, all cultural rescurces within the wicir ,1:;/' of the project
must be considersd because of possible adverse consequences from the proj

determine the extent of cultural rescurces within a three-block radius of the j: iect, varicus
5CUrCEes were consuitea and an cn-foot reconnaissance was conducted.

The files of the San Diege Museum of Man and the South Coastal I crmation Center at San
Diego State University were consulted for records of previcusly recorded sites. The records did
act indicate that any sites ars known to exist in the study are

.'I'Em., search for histcric resturces was compieted by rasearching listings of historic properties

The scurces consuited included the National Register of Historic ?iaC"‘S ihe Califcrnia Histerical

Landmarks Regisier, and the City of San Diego’s Historic Sites Register. Al of the sin ’c""‘“s
- . .

isted on the registers within the study area wers reviewed from the viewroin

eligibility for nomination o the National Regisier. Lastly, the entire surrounding ar2a was
surveyed on foot to visually inspect the area for any historic sites that conld be potentially sligibie,
i H 1
5

but not previously identified or evaluated. In all of the facets of this survey, no in-depm
vaiuations Cr research pertaining to indi\ﬁdhai pro hert‘es was conducte
was sufficient only 1o determine potential for eligibiliy.

%)

The foliowing list provides the names of structures that are currently lsted, determined io ’ﬂe
cligible, or are potentiaily sligible for inclusion in the Naticna! Register of Historic Places with
thrae biocks ef the Navy Broadway Complex. Each location is keyed tc Figure 4-71.

1 Armed Services YMCA, 500 West Broadway.

P SDG&E Posyar {Senernt mg Plant (H."ﬂ IO B:,

3 Santa Fe Depot, 1050 Kaitner Strest. Listed

4 tcllintock Sterage Com.,a"w 1202 Kettoer St

5'. ‘.T"',".’ Ie.':

& med Services YMCA

Reztail snd office &

7. Potentialiy sligibie

= Warshouse Lid,, e tentially eligibie

5. Butlding a: £33 ;’ef:‘f:ner Street. Potentially sligible.

10, Xensas City Barbeque, 610 West Markst Strset. Potentially eligible.

4-207

BECACO01.48


http://sit.es

B —— 3

— e,

BTG

i W;
Ll s;

i

Irr'

§ P
g : T _.fJ
AR

2

[y

N A

ﬂw e,
J,L_ﬁwrhﬁ_._.u A

]

W@D@ o9 H el 14
o e WL i A 7

INa'E

| — CALIFOR Z_>

|

)

!

e

r——r—s

AY. PIER

ow

BROA

|

jend

ik
%
c4
R B4
1 'atat [ L
|

3840001 1ED

=S

4 M...
“W w8
@ g M
__.w; w5 tom
-
g ag
2,3
SR
LI, Mm
PO
B oBA
o omAy
spne
T og G




[,
G S

Old San Diego Police Headquarters Building, 700 block of West Market Sireet.

Eligible.

San Diego Marme Hardware, 505 West G Street. Poientially eligible.

Ship’s Galley Restaurant, ncrtheast comer of Broadway and Harbor Drive.
Thais was the Harbormaster’s Office. Potentially eligible.

Naval Facilities Engineering Command, Western Region, 1220 Paciiic Highway.
Potentially eligible.

The Tower Bowling Alley has been determined to be eligible but has been
emclished by Center City Development Corp. as part of the redevelopment

rogran.

3 OEL

=

These structures, along with a few adjeining ones, represent an era of harborside commercs

R P

dating to the 1920s and 1530s. The histeric structures in the vicinity are separated rcm the
histeric Gaslamp District {circa 1880s), Little Italy {circa 1910), and Old Town {circa 1840s) areas

ot

by redevelopment and commercial/residential zones. The moest impertant of the listed and eligible

structuras are the Santa Fe Depot, the Armed Services YMCA, the San Diego Gas and Electrd
Peower Generati

. tha b . Lot ! prahitant cultural sionif
sures on the st are smaller, but have architectural and/or cultural significance as
7.

cemaining st

Rlart

(¢}

ng Plant (Siation B), and the McClintock Sterage Company Building. The

g 2

slements of a harberside community

4102  ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES

The findings of the investigations presented in the previcus section ropresent three separate

. . s
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ver of dredged fil. This archaeclogical material dogs not appear to mest ¢

on the Naticnal Register. The third rescurce consists of offsite historic rssours

represented by varicus strictures that are or may be eligible for ncmination to the Nation

Register, are actually lsted om ihe Maticnal Register, or are lisied on other state or local
o

-
1 . : Yozt £ ar &l p— 3 o T :
iandmarks registers. Toe svaluation of the effect of the preject and the varicus alternatives spon

14

The first issue concerns the historic siructures {Buildings No. 1, Ne. 11, and
.I;i'o. 12 and the determinaticn that these be considersd eligible for listing on the Maticnal

9

Register of Historic Places. The second issue involves the presence of hisioric archaeoiogy below

tem pitaeio
ne CINEna o
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cultural resourses that ars lsted on or eligible for nomination to the National Register has been
summarized in Table 4.10-2, -

Impacts to Subsurface Respurces

The impact evaluation for the subsurface archaeociogical deposits indicated the alternatives

requiring deep

excavaticns for footings and below-grade copstruction would most likely desiroy

these resources. However, this impact is not considered 1o be significant because the archaeoiogy
is not likaly to yield aay important information about the history or prehistory of the area. The
plans for Alternatives A, B, C, D, and ¥ would include the excavation of subterrancan parking
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However, the key factor lor assessing the signiticance of the impact o subsurfacs
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TABLE 4.10-2

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES ON CULTURAL RESOURCES.

Cultural Resonrces

Navy Subsurface Historic Offsite
Broadway Pepcsits Buildings Rescurces T
Complex Significant Significant Significant
Alternatives Impact Impact Impact
A No Yes Ng

No Yes No

Yes No

O w
Z
o

D Ng Yes Me
E No Yeas No
F No Yes - Mo
G No No No

rescurces is the importance of the resource, Based on the determination that the subsuriacs
deposits are not eligible for the Naticnal Register, their disturbance by subgrade consiruction is
nct a significant impact.

Alternatives E and G would not affect the historic archaeclogical depesits because they de act
include disturbance of the subsurface soils in which the archaecleogy is located.

Recause it is possible that construction activity (inciuding offsite infrastructure construction)
couid expose important buried archaeciogical features not anticipated from previous investigations,
such discoveries will be addressed in accordance with the regulations for implementing
Section 106:  "discovering properties during the implementation of an undertaking” (36

CFR 800.11).

Impaects to Historie Structmres

.

The impact evaluaticn for the historic buildings which appear 16 quaiify for the National Register
{Buildings 1, 11, and 12) rssulted in the conclusion that Alternatives A, B, C,'D, E, and T would
nave a significan? impact on cultural resources. In sach of these alternatives, the impacis would

result from the removal o substaniial rencvation (modification of the exierior and inteticr

components) of portions of Buildings Mo, 1 and Mo. 12, Building 11 is beyond the project limits

and would not be affected by the proposed project. The removal or substantial alteration of these
r -

structures would constitute an effect that would be "adverse” as defined by the Critaria for Bffect

JB/E640001.48



and Adverse Effect (36 CFR 800.5). Alternative G {no acticn) would not have an impact on the
buildings as they wouid be retained in their current configuration.

Offsite Cultural Resources

Offsite historic resources would not be affected by the development, either directly or indirectly.
The majority of the structures are situated at least one to two blocks from the project, with the
exceptions being the old harbermaster’s headquarters at the northeast corner of Broadway and
FHarber Drive, the San Diego Gas and Electric Substation B at 1911 Xettner Street, and the old
an Diego Felice Headquarters in the 700 block of Weast Market Sireet. The historic sités that
re iccated beyend one block of the project would not be affected by the project. None of the
alternatives have features that would remove or otherwise significantly alter the use or integrity

¥

~

of these offsite rescurces.

Cumulative Tmpacts to Culture] Resonrees

The consideration of cumulative impacts to cultural resources was not an issue for this project
The resources are site specific, with the sxception of historic buildings adjacent to the project

Mo histeric districts have been identified in this area that would be affected through the loss of
rescurces within the projest.

4.10.3 MITIGATION MEASURES

The environmental consequences section of this study delineated potential impacts to subsurface
4
4

~istoric archaeclogical rescurces and significant adverse effects w0 Buildings Nes. 1 and 12, which
ppear o qualify for inclusion in the Naticeal Register of Histeric Places. In order o determine

“~

appropriate steps 1o mitigate the impacts to these cultural rescurces, the Nawvy has initiated

consultation with the Caiifornia SHPO and the Advisory Council on Histeric Preservation. The
Navy is proposing a pregram for recording Buildings 1 and 12 pursuant to Section 110(b) of the

National Eistoric Preservation Act and will monitor excavations to ensure that no significant
archaeclogy is inadvertently lost. SHPO kas concurred with the basic Endings of this analysis and

is consulting with the Mavy on mitigaticn. The Section 106 process will lead to mitigation that
reduces project impacts (o a level that is not significant.

ENDNOTES:

1 County Recorder, Deed Beck 2.
2 Rojle 1568,

3 Brandes =t al. 1985.

4 MacMulien 1563,

5 Thid -

g Helibron 1534,

7 Toid

8 1.3, Corgrass 1515
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[
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4.11 PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY

Two issues of potential concern are associated with public health and safety: (1) the potential
for hazardous waste to be located on the site or in groundwater beneath the site and {2) the
proximity of the site to the Lindbergh Field Airport and Nerth Island Naval Alr Staticn.

4.11.1 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Hazardous Materials

Methodology

An assessment was completed by Woodward-Clyde Consultants in January 1988, 15 part of the
Hirsch and Company recort, to detect possible contamination and any threats to human health
from ongeing and previous activities on the Navy Broadway Complex. The investigation focused
on the possible presence of fuel products and EP A priority pollutants in the scil 2nd groundwater.
Petroleum hydrocarbons associated with fuel products, metals, and PCBs (from electrical
transformers) were identified as the most probable potential contaminants on the project site,
given the history of project operations. In addition, the site was investigated for the presence of
asbestcs, a hazardous material with previcus widespread use in building construction. Because 2
precise location for the offsite location of Navy offices for Alternative D has not been established,
a study on hazardous materials for the offsite component was not conducted.

The Seld investigations included visual reconnaissance, test borings, groundwater and scii sampling,
and scil gas surveys. The visual reconnaissance helped identify areas with the greatest likeliheod
of contaminaticn. Scil and groundwater sampling was conducted using methodolcgies that
maximize the possibility of discovering hazardcus substances. Tesés focused on areas whers
underground and surface storage tanks have been located, 2nd whers long-term industrial activities
have ccourrad,

Twenty borings were conducted throughout the site. Monitoring wells were installed in 10 of
these boring wells. Soil samples were taken from above the water table, which is 8 to 10 feet
below grade, and were analyzed for PCBs, priority pollutant metals, and petroleum hydrocarbons.
In addition to the test bores, 24 hand-augured bores were drilled in the upper 3 feet of soil.
During hand auguring, a soil gas analysis was conducted to identify the preseace of velatile

orgapics. Figure 4-72 depicts the locations where samples were taken.
Materials Found Onsite

q,

Table 4.11-1 describes the preseace of hazardous materials and asbestos at or near each of the

i Ememy mailrrain Tegemd o
2000200Y RAMES JCUNE O

LR, : EAST ot i) 3 < L
‘enring wells d rall r 2 501l 5 war - £ bt
10 monitoring wells dug on the sitz. Generally 2 or 3 soil samples ware taken from each of ¢
20 test borings, at depths of 1 4o B fest. Patroleum hydrocarbons wers detected in only one
Y1 T g s X H el e e, o« v *ahlich 3 e
boring, No. 19-1 (Figure 4-72). Tue action level for hvdrecarbon cleanup, as established by the
ki

State Waier Quality Contrel Board (SWQCB), is 1,000 paris per million {ppm). At Z fest below
surface in this boring, 19 ppm of total hydrocarboms were detected. The scurce of the
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hydrocarbon traces is not certain; however, 15 ppm is well below the threshold that generally
requires remediation.

PRESENCE OF ASBESTOS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

pawd ped paed fed fard ok |l-‘ Pt
- O ¢

Earardous

Bldg. Asbestcs Materials
Nc. Building Use Present Present

H Administration Oifices Yes Yeg

5 Warchouse and Administration. Yes Ne

& Warehcuse Yes No

7 Cold Storage "Warshouse Yes Yes

8 Warehouse Yes ~ No

* Offices Ve Ng
B Warashouse ' Mo No
i2 Warshcuse and Offices Yes Yes
13 Substaticn Mo Ng
G5 PW Shops Yes Yes

5 Cafeteria and Soops Ye Yeas

3 Warehouse No Mo
10 Admipistration Yes : Mo
13 Fire Station and Office Yes Ne
i4 Administration Office Yes Ne
15 Administration Tes Ng
25 Warshouse and Offices Yes Y as

Note: Hazardeus materials include sulfuric acid batteries, freon, sulfuric acid, cleaning chemicals,
propane, and paints. All buildings contained fluorescent lighting ballast and scme bmlcmas
contained electrical tran sfcme':s- Ibese apparatuses contain PCBs in sealed structuras.

Source: Hirsch ard Company 15988,
£y

An olly surface 5pill with suriace staining was appareat ¢

forklift maintenance aud drum storage arsa. Cone

be limiting the migration of this contamination 11

10 2t Building 106 louad nigh acidity as a resuit

building. The source is assumed 1o '_,fca baiery acic used for batieries in fork lifts and vei‘lclﬁa
it was determined that the metals concenirations associated with the acid wers below any action

levels that would reguirs r2mediation.

ne exception

No peiroleum hydrocarbons were found in any of the 24 hand-augurad samples with ¢
of boring HA-21 adjacent 1o Building 7, which contained 390 pom total petrobydrocarbons in

4-214
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some discolored scil aear some fuel tanks. This contamination is below the SWQCB threshold
that generally requires remediation. However, the extent of this contamination has not been .
identified, and could be greater than tested.

'

o~

N PCBs were found in any of the 15 scil samples analyzed, even in the vicinity of three large
ransformer units that contain cil laden with PCBs. No leakage was reperied to have cccurred
in any of the transformers or other electronic units located on the site. R
Twelve soil samples were analyzed for EPA pricrity pollutant metals. Samples HA-7 and HA9
showed higher than normal levels of some pricrity p ohutant metals. However, the samples do not
exceed thresheld levels that weuld raquire remediation.

Field rzadings frcm an corganic vaper meter showed cencentrations of 0 o 4 ppm in soil gss
analysis, an almost undeteczabie quasntity of volatile organics. No significapt areas c-f
contamination were identified.

Asbestos

eeling or cracking) asbestos does not pose &
e.lgnmcam health risk factor. However, friabie Cs can enter the air stream and kaﬂﬂme a
human health hazard. As shown in Table 4.11-1, some form of asbestos was found in 2ll but
three buildings onsite. Ncne of the buildings wrth asbestos wers {ound to pose an imminent
heaith threat, '

In an encased or non- Lz"able form (i=, not

-_\ 174
[y
8
o

Asbestos-containing materials (ACM) found in Building 1 include pipe insulation, flcor tile
achesive, corrugated paneling, and sprayed-on ceiling maiewa“ﬁ Aprkcm’mdteiy 270,000 square
feet of ACM was detected in this building.

g 12 contains approximately 32,000 square fest of ACMs, including pipe insulation, blown-
on Gre-proofing material, and flcoring. Buiiding 1?5 contains ACM mairiy in pipe insulation and
ficering materials. Approgimately 3,800 square feet of ACM was found in this building.

Approximately 800 square feet of ACM was found in Building 114 in the form of painted wall
paneling. Approximately $00 square feet of vinyl door tile and adhesive containing 5 percent
asbestos was found in Building 113. Flooring materials, covering approximateiy 24,000 square

feet of Building 110, contained asbestcs. Approximately 14 square feet and 100 linear feet of

ACM were detected in Building 7. :

1

uilding 8 contained 400 square fest of ACM in the form of vmﬁ flcor tile and adhesive. In
Building 9, about 2,800 square feet of flocring contains ACM along with 200 linear feet of pipe

",

iz:suiation. Approamately 1,000 square feet of ficoring containing 3 percent asbestos was found
Building 5.

Building No. 106 contains approximatsty 26,000 squars feet of ACM. A “'g“ﬂisﬂca . port

thai area Is flcoring that contains 1 10 3 percent asbesics. More than 8000 squars

and two 'asbestos-c“ talning wasis containers were also found in Building 106,

IB/E640001.48 ;



.Canclusi(m of Site Investigation

Investigaticns conducted by Woodward-Clyde Consultants {as part of the Hirsch and Company
report) found that groundwater at the Navy Broadway Complex appearss i¢ be free of
contamination. Scil contamination by hydrocarhons occurs in isolated areas, but oply in substantial
quantities in the vicinity of the forklift maintenance area (at Building 106), where soil removal and
dispcsal would be recommended prior to future development on eTﬂe site.

Although PCB-containing sources wem *'oard ﬂpsn:@ {fluorascent Hghting ballasts and electricai
Lransfc-rmers }, nc contamination from PCBs was detected on the project site. Thus, PCEs are
well contained within their storage sources.
The ‘Wﬂcdward-ﬂydc study also indicatzd "evcral areas that would reguire f.zrtize: investigation
ta determine the iype and axtent of any hazardous waste and the potential need for additional
remediation. ;nese arzas include:

» A source of mactc nyarocaroon -discolored soil encountered in hand-augured

borings HA-Z1, HA-21A, and HA-24 pear Building 7.
@ A former hazardous waste st Cragp area lccated in Building 8. The resuits of a

3 A

soil gas survey indicate that further investigation would be needed to determmne
if there is spillage beneath or around this building.

® The scil around the forkiift arsa should be evaluated for acid levels, and
remediated if the pH is less than 5. At lower pH levels, beavy metals have 2
propensity to migrate.

® Oil within flucrescent lighting baiiasts and trapsiormers should be tzsted @
identify PCB concentrations. If sufficiently high concentraticns ars found,

remediation would be recomm@nded to reduce the probability of futurs onsite
soils contaminaticn.

Asbestos is present in all buildings except two warchouses and the substation building. Althcugh
not posing an imminent health threat, asbestos bas the potential to become a health threat over
time. Asbestos has the potential to be friable and bec«,me a human health hazard. This hazard
would be increased if demolition of buildings occurred, thus potentially releasing asbestos inio the
local air stream.

Agency Consultation on Hazardowus Substanceas

The California Deparimeni of Heaith Services {DHS), Regional Water Quality Control Beoard
(RWQCE) and the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) wers consulted to determine if
thers were any regorss of hazardous subsiances at the Navy Broadway Complex. &Moo hazardous

subsiance releases or underground storage tank leaks at the Navy Broadway Comblex have been

ommined 223 - )
reported.”””"  However, RWQL,:: did szpress concern with respect io 1ea.m.f3 underground
storage tanks in the Centre Czé‘y area ouis 1d., the project boundaries, especially with raga:d ca
knowsn plume of contaminated groundwater southwest of the site” This is discussed below.

Regional Groundwater Contamination--A plﬂme of contaminated groundwatsr was discsw-:ad o
1986 approximaizly 1/3 mile east of the site in the area 0{ Market Sireet and Front Sirzet (es

4-21%
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Bgure 4-73). The plume contains concentrations of h;fdrocarbons in the form of gasoline and
diesel” The grad;ent of the plume is to the southwest, which would result in normal migration
south of and away from the Navy Broadway Complex. T‘ne IT Corperation conducted a detailed
characterization and remediation study in 1988, '

The study found that the Convention Center project, located southeast of the Navy Broadway
Complex and south of the plume, may have promoted migration of the plume towards the
Convention Center site through a groundwater dewatering program that was remcving over
2C0,0C0 {and up to 1.3 million) galions of groundwater per day in 1587 and d.19837%,

The RWQCB expressed concern that there may be plumes of contaminated groundwater in cther
press
areas of Centre City.

Alrpeort Hazards

Regfonal Setting

The project site is located in the vicinity of both Lindbergh Field and the Naval Air Station,
Noerth Islend. Guidelines that reguire consideration of structure height o prevent hazards ©
navigabie airspace have beesn defined in an "Airport Appreach Overlay Zone” {or the areas around
these facilities. In 1988, the City of San Diego adopted the Airport Approach Overlay Zene
{Ordinance Ne. 0-16556) for Lindbergh Field. The purpose of the ordinance is o sstablish 2
procedure by y which a preposed structure is evaluated for compliance with the zcone's he;’ght
limitaticn, prior to the issuance of a building permit for the structurs. This is consistent with th

FAA’s procedures for determining potential hazards, as specified in Federal Aviabcn ’Q.ecruiaf*zons

once exceaded, would require 2n evaluation by the FAA to determine ifa b a:arci tO air ;a‘ngn sien
would *esuif: and if so what remedial measures should be impaosed o aveid the hazard. Buildings,

structures, or uses not exceeding 30 feet in height would e exempt from the “rocefi.xres of the
Overlay Zone. Y The Overiay Zene sncompasses an irregular area surrounding Lindbergh Field
that continues outward and upward from the airport along aircraft approach paths up o an
glevation of S00-feet mean sea levei (msi). .

The Naval Air Station (INAS), North Island has identified height Umitations {imaginary surfaces)

through Federal Aviation R‘.,gulauons Part 77 de.ugqed o protect its navigable airspace. Areas
to the north and east of the air station ars within both the Gverlay Zone and air skat;O'x height
iimitations.

Project Site

Tae Navy Broadway C{:r‘ plex is within _mag;dafy height surfaces associated with Lin d‘ceigh ri-’f’?d
and NAS, l\lor:n Island. The 15“ s not within any safsty 1 ! I
tracks, as defined by :h Aireraft Installation Compatibiiit
Morth Island, and is not w: 'n' any ciear zones Of other high safety hazard zghe assacia‘ied mr
Lindbergh Field. A non-operat mﬂ?ﬁ Part 77 im gip.aa v surface & ind

horizontal surface) crosses over the site at 185 feet above mean sea level (msl). Structurss above

this beighi wouid rsqmre submitt al of a Motice of Proposed Consizuction or Alteration 1o the .

FAA. The lowest imaginary surface that crosses the site from MAS, North Island, above which
a Notice of Proposed Construction or Alteration must be filed with the FAA is of 391 feet msl
associated with the conical surface, which is approgimately 381 feet above Block 1. Imaginary

4-217
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surfaces that extend over other areas of the site (Blocks 2, 3, and 4) associated with NAS, Nerth
Isiand are at approximately the same height. The lowest operational Imaginary surfaces that are
located over the site are at 500 {eet msl. These surfaces are asscciated with a circling area for
missed approaches to Lindbergh Field, and extend over the length of the site and a large part of

the Centre City area.

Tl

4112 ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES

Effects From Fazrardous Materials

Seils Contamination

Elealth hazards are associated with the presence of substantial quantities of hazardous substances,
so hazardous substances identified on the project site would have 2 similar effect on each of the
alternatives. No action-level (i.e., clean-up level) conceatrations of hazardous substances were
found in the investigaticn, nc study is thorough sncugh to preclude the detection of all substances
that might be present on the site. Several areas of contamination or potential contamination were
identified on the site that could adversely affect the health of personnel on the site, sspecially
during construction activities that uncover scils.

The zrea beneath and surrounding Building 8 may contain hazardous substances. If these
materials exist and are expesed, they could cause significant health impacts. If the integrity of any
units that store PCB-lacen ofl is compromised, contamination with this material could cccur, also

a significant health concern. Acid levels in seils near Building 106 could cause metals in the scils
.ia beccme more mobile. It is not presently kaown if the acid levels are sufficient o cause this
o occur, but from a comservative consideration, this would be considered a significant adverse
effect. The oily surface residue in the vicinity of Buildings 7 and 106 may contain residues of
concera with regard fo health. From 2 conservative consideration, this would be considersd a
significant adverse effect.

If Alternative D is adopted, the location of the offsite Navy offices would need o be inspected
to determine if therz is a potential health risk at that site asscciated with hazardous materials in

soils.
Effects Related to Asbestos

Development in accordance with Alternatives A through F would pose significant heaith exposure

risks associated with demoiition of buildings that contain asbestos. During demolition, asbestos
Gibers could become airborne, thereby providing a pathway to enter the human system. Asbestos
exposure is consideraed a human kealth risk, and building demolition in accordance with any of

I P P £a raemral A 2 It e o e e b oma a7 aTye =
iaese zitermatives would be considerad a significant safety impaci.

T8 A o~ oy 8 ™ 3 P R R Y fatand L . 7.3 . 1 o fmed
I Alierpative D is adopted, the offsits Mavy cffice location would peed o be inmspecizd io
Aot @y 1F A A - ) Lo miiies AN : . i -1 a4 T el PN H
Geisrmine i iners are 8Dy SXGSUng iaclities thai require removai and contain asbelios trat couid

SOMNA o ook a0l
o082 a pealia risk

Altammaiion (2 el v 1 tims Aas P P, arm 4 e o 5

Adtgrpative G would not mvolve {ne demolidon of any siructurss, so the risk of =xposurs io
2l 1 S Tpimaatel . S T E I N : P L SR, [ P
airoorne astesios would be substantially reduced. Thers is no sminent health misk asscciated with

existing asbesics on the site.
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Effects Related te Regional Growndwater Contamination ‘

ternatives A, B, C, D, and F include subsurface parking and would likely include subsurface
foundaticn components. Groundwater is located at approximately 7 t¢ 11 feet below the ground
surface of the site. Subsurface construction would enccunier substantial quantities of
groundwater, and a temperary groundwater dewatering program weuld be required during
construction. Following construction, a permanent groundwater dewatering program wculd be.
required to avoid fooding of subsurface facilities. Dewatered groundwater would be released
either to storm drains for disposal to the bay, or to the sanitary sewer system, where it would be
ccaveved to the Point Loma Wastewater Treatment Plant (PLWTP) and released to the bay.
Ongoing studies have shown the hydrocarbon-contaminated groundwatsr plume to be 1/3 of a
mile east of the Navy Broadway Complex, with 2 gradient (o the scuthwest, away from the site.
Tests of groundwater beneath the site have found no presence of hydrocarbons. Given the
distance to a kncwn contaminated source and the gradient of flow away from the Navy Broadway
Complex, it is unlikely that any contaminated groundwater would be eacountered during
temporary cr permanent dewatering activities. However, it was found that the dewatering
program asscciated with the Convention Center may have promoted migration of the
contaminated plume in the direction of that project. It is, therafore, conceivable that groundwater
Sewatering associated with any of these aiternatives could cause migration of the piume, or of 2
currently unknown source of contaminated groundwater, towards the Navy Ercadway Complex.

If the discharge of groundwater occurred, a National Pollution Discharge Elimination Sysiem
{NPDES) permit application would need tc be filed with the RWQCE., The RWQCE would
review the permit application and determine if an NPDES permit is necessary. The RWQCR
has indicated, given the uncertainty associated with groundwater guality in ¢he Cenire City area,
that ap NPDES permit would likely be required for the discharge of groundwater directly into
the siorm drain system and {o the bay. The RWQUB expressed wncertainty regarding the nesd
for a permit if dewatered groundwater is discharged info the sanitary sewer, where it would be
conveyed to PLWTP for advancad primary ireatment prior to release to the bay. The RWQCSB
would determive that an NPDES permit is needed if it is feit that the dewatered groundwater
could adversely affect the water quality of the bay. If a permit is required, it would include quality

tandards for discharge that would protect water quality. Thus, compliance of the project with any
NPDES permit conditions, if it is determined a permit is needed, would avcid adverse impacts to
-water guality from discharged graundwater.u

The offsite Navy offices associated with Alternative D would be located in the Centre City East
area, well away from the contaminated groundwater plume. Although subsurface parking wouid
be constructed at the ofisite location with this alternative, it is probable that groundwater in this
area is sufficiently deep tc not require an extensive dewatering program. Thersfore, ¢

component of Alternative D wouid not result in a significant impact 1o water quality.

"

Alternatives E and G would not include the consiruction of subsurface facilities. Taerefors, no
1ﬂ
ir

3 mnc ey b tomer = 74 1 P taTel] q gl thar AT 42 Tt Fivrmn s T o Loy o 1m R
dewatering would be associated with either of these altarnatives, 2nd no impatts associated with
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Effects Associated With Afrsort Hazards

Alternatives A, B, C, D, and F include building heights that approach the imaginary surfaces
associated wztn mezke"vh Field and NAS, North Isiand designed to protect navigable airspace.
However, the site is not within auy safety hazard zones as defined by the AICUZ for NAS, North
Istand, and is mot within any clear zones or other high safety hazard zomes associated with
Lindbergh Field. Each of these alternatives has 250-foct-high buiidings on Bleck 3, which is 260
feet msi and is sbove the horizontal surface from Lindbergh Field. In addition, Aiterfzatwc A has
a building height of 4G0 feet (410 feet msl) on Block 1, which is above the 351-foct ms! imaginary
conical surface from NAS, Nerth Island. '\lehh the horizontal surface from Lindbergh Field nor
the conical surface from NAS, North Island, are surfaces that affect the operations of either
airfeld, and ike excesdance of these surfaces means only that notification io the FAA is required.
The Navy kas notified the FAA of the proposed develcpment of Alternative AL In response, the
FAA has prepared a Determination of No Hazard to Air Navigaticn and has indicated the project
would not have a significant effect on the safe and efficient utilization of navigable airspace.

Proposed structures on Block 1 and the easterly halves of Blocks 2 and 3 would need to be
obstruction iighted in accordance with FAA Advisory Circular AC 70/7460-1G e

Alternative F includes a 500-foct-high building (318 feet msl) on Block 2, whick would be the
oaly buiiding in any alternative that exceeds an overational imaginary surfacs, which is the 500-
foot mel circling area for missed appreaches at Lindbergh Field. Alternative ¥ has the poth al
fo adversely affect air navigaticn. However, the FAA has previcusly apnrcveu siructures for as

high as 500 feet (ms]) on blocks in the vicinity of the project. Therefors, it is unlikely that the
. FAA would consider any of the alternatives a hazard to air navigation.

The offsite Navy office component of Alternative D would be a maximum of 350 feet high. The
satire area in which this site would be located has imaginary surfaces assceiaied with Lindbergh
Field and the NAS, Nerth Island in excess of 500 feet. Therefore, the ofisite componeni of thi
alternative would not resuit in adverse effects to air navigation.

Alternatives =, with | ohuamgs proposed as high as 150 {eet, and G, with e'asung buiidings as high
as 100 leet, do nct inciude any buiidings that approach the imaginary surfaces associated with

Lindbergh Field or the North Island Naval Air Station. Therefors, these alternatives do not have

the potential o adversely affect air navigation.
4.11.3 MITIGATION MEASURES
Hazardous Materials

d inclusicn of the following mitigation measures for Alternaiives A

T -~ e ey e - o e e P P,
¥ I any undex ZIOUDG 3I0TAES 1ANKS °n the sitz arz found io be lsal ing, $uUCH 18RS
will be cleaned un "ﬁy <:11 Na'fy in acvoraazace *mra ihe R“ourcs "f‘-nservation

regulations, with cieaﬁ up being 1r1=1at,=,d a‘CCB. discovery of any leaks

g E
. 3 if the Mavy discovers gvidencs o fsub&amzahaza"“o us subsiagess contamination
in tae futurs, it will prompily notify the EPA and comply with all applicable

™

requiremments of the Comprehensive Eme*‘gﬁz‘cy Rusnonse Compensaiion and
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Liability Act and the Superfund Amendment and Reauthorization Act
(CERCLA/SARA) and the Naticnal Contingency Plan (NCP).

If CERCLA hazardous substances are discovered, no construction will cccur
until the requirements of CERCLA/SARA and the NCP have been fully
satisfied by the Navy. CERCLA/SARA/NCP activities would take priority over
new consiruction until CERCLA/SARA compliance has been achieved.

A

The following additional measures are applicable to Alternatives A through F and weuld reduce
impacts asscciated with exposure to hazardous materials o a level that is less than significant:

The area beneath Building 8 will be further investigated by the Navy, prior to
construction in this area, for the presence of hazardous materials in the soils.
Thae tests will include scils sampling and testing in accordance with accepted
professional standards, If any contaminated secils are found, they will be cleaned
up in accordance with the regulations specified by the EPAS

The fuid in transformers and other electrical units will be tested by the Navy
prior to onsite consiruction io determine if such fuid contains PCRs. If PCEs
are found, the fuid anci the units will be dispcsed of by the Mavy at an approved
waste disposal faciiity?

Tre scil in the vicinity of the forklift maintenance arsa at Building 106 will be
tested for acidity by the Navy prior to development in this arsa. If the pl o
the soil is less than 5, the pH will be adjusted so that it is greater than S

- The oily residue-stained s0il and paving materials in the vicinities DE Buildings 7

and 106 will be removed by the Navy io the satisfaction of the TPA pricr o
develcpment in this area and disposed cf in an approved waste disposal § “"aczhgd,

Demolition of buildings containing asbestos on the Navy Broadway Complex will
be conducied by the Mavy in accordance with commonly accepted practices and
in compliance with the Federal Clean Air Act. Asbestos-containing materials
wiil be disposed of by the Navy in a landfill or other such facility that is
permitted to accept such waste.

- . . . . . R . . ; . |
The fcllowing mitigation measure is applicable to the offsite Navy office component of
Aliernative D, if that alternative is selected, and would reduce to a level that is below significance

any potential i

»

The @how_rzg mitigation measurs 8 aprplicable o Altemnatives A, B, C, D, and F and would
2%

mpacts associated with hazardcus materials:

A visual and historic land use surve y e of the offsite ic«caticn will be conducted
pyibel \avj prior 1o {inal purchase of the location 1o d Mmme if there ars any

evident hazardous materials regquiring remedla icil, of if there is the potential

"’fJ

Fom, N T 3+ o F P = - e I PR RS
for such. 1If it is found that thers mey be hazardcus matghiak at'the oflsiie
lccation, a remediation program will be degigned and implemenied,

-

o ; HI P P ol R S
reduce ic a level that is less than significant any potential impacts asscciated with groundwater

dewatering:
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. ? A National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit application
will be filed with the Regional Water Quality Control Beard (RWQCB). The
project developer will comply with any conditions expressed by the RWQCB.

Alroort Harzards

The FAA has reviewed the Notice of Propesed Construction or Alteration for Alternative A.

RBased on that review, the following measure has been required:

° Buildings on Block 1 and the easterly halves of Biccks 2 and 3 will be red
obstruction Lighted in accordance with the provisions of FAA Adviscry Circular
AC 70/7460-1G, Chstruction Marldng and Lighting.

The following mitigation measure is applicabie o Alternatives B, C, D, and I

. A Notice of Preposed Construction or Alteration has been filed with the FAA
Any conditions that the FAA imposes on the site (e.g., lighting, striping, pcles,
etc.) will be fellowed.

ENDNOTES:

Weodward-Clyde Consultants, 1988 and Hirsch and Company, 1988.

Foley, California Depariment of Health Services, pemscnal communication, 1989,
Posthumous, Regional Water Quality Contrcl Board-San Diege Region, pessonal
communication, 1389,

Region 9 Federal Facility Hazardous Waste Information Dockst, July 1989,
Posthumous, op. cit.

Owen Geotechnical, 1989,

Thid.

IT Corporation, 1988,

Posthumous, cp. cit.

City of San Diego, 1586.

Posthumous, op. cit.

Federal Aviation Administration, 1990,

Temsavic, Eavircnmental Protection Agency, personal communication, 1989,
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4.12 ENERGY AND CONSERVATION

4.12.1 NATURAL GAS
AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The San Dhego Gas & Electric Company (SDG—&T") provides natural gas service to ghu project
area. The primary gas supplier to SDG&E is the Southern Califcrnia Gas Company. '

Natural gas facilities in the project area include a 2-inch main in Harber Drive; 1-inch, 1.5-inct
and 4-inch mains in Pacific Highway; a 2-inch main in Breadway; and a 11-13155{ main in Marxat
Sircet (Figure 4-74). These facilities are operating within their capacity. ‘

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROPOSED ALTRRNATIVES

As depicted in Table 4.12-1, Alternatives A, B, C, D, and F would consume over 10 : m licn therms

of natural gas per year. This is a substantial increase over that consumed by the existing onsite

uses (i.e, Alternative G). The uses proposed by Alternative E would consume approxdmately

70,000 therms on an annual basis, also a large incrsase over current consumption. Nevertheless, _
SDG&E can provide gas service associated with any of these alternatives without adversely

affecting the ability to provide natural gas to SDG&E’s service area.

Tae existing natural gas facilities serving the project area are operating well within their capacity.

A preliminary study of serrounding gas facilities suggests that the natural gas Lines serving the
project vicinity may be sufficient to supply any of the propesed alternatives with natural gas.
Therefore, significant impacts to natural gas distribution are not anticipated with implementaticn
of the land uses propcsed by Aternat:sfes Athrough F, or perpetuation of t"se existing uses under
Alternative G,

MITIGATION MEASURES

Private development associated with Alternatives A through D and Alternative F wouild be
required to meet State of California Title 24 energy conservation standards. No other mitigation
mieasures are necessary.

4122  ELECTRICITY
AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

San Diego Gas and Electric provides electrical service o the project area. San Diege Gas and
Flectric has a sucs‘.aton, Station B, located cne block east of the project site, on Ke

Boulevard E:'e‘wewn E Sireet and T Sireet. The capacity of Staticn B wili be uperaded
75 megawatis to 160 megawaiis 5 in il F 5t
me

e Hest gquarter of 199{3. The peak demand of Station 3 is
._ £

ap ;:r’m”zawly 83 megawatis. ’

AT a 1 1 b g 3

SDG&E currently provides 12-Xilovoli slecirical service to the project site”  The location

electrical infrasiruciure serving t? site is showan on Figure 4-73. The primary distrivution ir
= 4

facility is located aiong Bmaawajf,
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TABLE 4.12-1

NATURAL GAS CONSUMPTION FOR THE PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES

{Net Imcrease)

Consumption
he y L ) D
Alternative Land Use (Therms/Year)
A 1,249,247 SF office” 139,557
1,245,600 SF hotel _10.612.606
Total 19,172,197
B 1,549,247 ST cffice” 195,063
1,245,000 SF hotel 10.012.600
Total 18,267,663
C 594,247 SF office’® 70,932
1,245,000 SF hote! 13,012,600
Total 19,383,532
. D 2,024,247 SF offics’ 248,252
1,445,804 ST hotel 11574566
Total 11,322,828
E 594,247 SF office’ 70.932
Total 76,932
F 1,249,247 SF offics” 159,597
1,245,6C0C 8F hotel 10.012.600
Total 19,172,197
G Mo new uses 7
Toial s

!

z  udsting office uses on ihe site are subtracted from provosed uses o amrive a2t nat offcs
uses. Industrial uses currently on the site consums a minor amount of natural gas annually
(less than 3,5CC therms), so are nct considersd in the apalysis.

.’3 Generation rates vrovided by San Diego Gas & Electric.
¢ Thers would be nc net increases in natural gas usage because NC oew uses ars proposed.
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES OF THE PROPCSED ALTERNATIVES

When compared to Alternative G, the no action alternative, redevelopment of the project site
with Alternatives A, B, D, and F would result in an increase in electricity eonsumption, whereas
implementation of Alternative E would result in a decreased demand for electricity.

Table 4.12-2 lLists the anticipated electricity requirements of the proposed alternatives.
Alternatives A, B, C, D, and F wculd all substantially increase the demand for electricity over
existing consumption (Alternative G). The uses proposed by Alternative E would actually reduce
the amcunt of electricity that would be consumed on the site.

According to the preliminary public utilities assessment by Cash and Asscciates, a lccped 12 kV
system would be requirsd to serve the new or rehabilitated structurss asscciated with
Alternatives A through F. The loop system could be constructed in conjunction with the phased
development of these alternatives. '

Development of the 12 kY system, as well as the underutilized capacity of Station B, would
crovide sufficient slectrical service to the project site. No significant impacis are expected from

fL_rL [ S £

implementation of any of the alternatives.

MITIGATION MEASURES

ae following measures should be incorporated into the project design to reduce potential adverse

~

ffects on comsumption and distributicn of electricity to the project site:

€
0 ]

° Alocped 12 XV system will be constructed by the geveloper in chases to provide
adequate electricity tc the varicus incividual siructurss within the Navy
Broadway Complex as they are developed.

@ Coordination by project developers will cccur with SDG&E regarding
recommendations on energy conservation measures. All private development
will be constructed in accordance with Title 24 of the California Admizistrative
Ccde, which provides energy conservation measures. ‘
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. TABI...L. 4.312-2
ELECTRICITY CONSUMPTION FOR THE PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES
(Net Increase)

Consumption
Alternative Net Lang Use ¥Wh/Year
A 1,249,247 8% F offica® 18,136,797
1,245.000 §F hotel 11,787,425
(6G1,276 SF industriai) (15.8G6,240Y
Totsl 14,137,982
B 1,545,247 SF office” 23,413,853
1,245,000 SF hotel 11,787,425
(601,276 SF industrial) {15 806, A43\C
Total 18,395,043
C 584,247 SF office” 8,514,132
1,245,000 SF hotel 11,787 423
(601,276 ST industrial) { 16,8:{}6,248}"

. Total 3,495,317
U

D 2,024,247 SF office 28,339,458
1,445 000 ST hotel 21,285,320
(601,276 SF industrial) (16.806.240)
Total 32,818,548
) 534,247 SF offics’ 8,514,132
(601,276 SF industrial) 16 806 240)C
Total -3,202,108
F 1,249,247 SF offics® 19,156,757
1,245,00C SF hotel 11,787,425
(601,276 SF mdustnal) (16,806.240Y
Total 14,137,082
Tital §

Net increase in propesed oifice uses over existing cifice uses ihal would te removed.
Consumsption factors were provided by San Diege Gas & Electric.
Faisting industrial uses ¢ that would be t2moved by Alternatives A throug
Mo net increases in electricity consumption would occur Decause RO new uses are
sropesed.

—_
-

[ TR o TR G R < V)
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ENDNOTES:

Cash and Asscciates, 1988.
Ables, San Diego Gas and Electric, personal communications, 1589.

Cash and Asscciates, op. cit.
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SECTION 5
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The Navy Broadway Complex is located in an area of San Diego that is undergoing substantial
development. As shown in Table 4.1-2, page 4-7, and Figure 4-3, page 4-8, major projects with
over 6.5 million SF of office, 600,000 SF of commercial-retail, 4,000 hotel rooms, nearly 2,000
residential units, and a convention center are proposed to be completed in the project vicinity
between 1989 and 2010. Attendant with this level of development would be cumulative impacts
to many of the environmental systems in the project area.

Due to the relatively long buildout period of the alternatives, with completion of all but

‘Alternative E and Alternative G (no action) not expected until 2003, many of the impacts of the

proposed project were considered in Section 4 along with cumulative development. Provided
herein is a qualitative discussion of the potential cumulative impacts of the proposed alternatives,
with references to quantitative discussions in Section 4, where appropriate. Cumulative impacts
are generally regional impacts associated with several developments to which the project may
contribute.

5.1 D USE AND APPLICABLE P

Section 4.1.1, page 4-12, discusses the impacts of the proposed alternatives on existing and
proposed surrounding land uses. As indicated in that discussion, none of the alternatives
introduce incompatibilities to the existing and future land uses in the project area.

The ability of the Navy Broadway Complex to provide-waterfront access is a site-specific issue that
would be unaffected by cumulative development in the project vicinity. Nonetheless, to the extent
that the development of either of Alternatives A through F would provide new pedestrian linkages
from the downtown core to the waterfront, the following mitigation measure should be considerad:

® New development along Broadway, E Street, F Street, G Street, and Market
Street in the vicinity of the Navy Broadway Complex should be designed to
facilitate and encourage pedestrian flow.

52 TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

Section 4.2.2 (page 4-47) addressed two traffic impact scenarios: a short-term scenario that
addressed the impacts of the first phase of the project on the circulation system that would be in
place in 1995, and a long-term scenario that addressed the impacts of buildout of the project
alternatives with buildout of cumulative development. As indicated in Section 4.2.2 (page 4-47),
several of the alternatives would contribute incrementally to cumulatively significant impacts at
the following intersections:

Grape/Pacific Highway (Alternatives A through F)
Broadway/Harbor (Alternatives B, C, and E)
Broadway/Pacific Highway (Alternatives A through F)
Broadway/Front (Alternatives A through F)

® 0 9@

Several alternatives also contribute incrementally to cumulatively significant impacis at the
following roadway segments:

IB/664CCA1.35



®  Pacific Highway south of Broadway (Alternatives A, B, C, E, and F)
®  First Avenue south of Ash (Alternatives A, B, C, E, and F)

Mitigation measures, listed in Section 4.2.3, page 4-65, would reduce the traffic contributions of
the alternatives to all intersections and road segments to a level that is below significance.

53 AESTHETICS AND VIEWSHED

The aesthetics and viewshed analysis in Section 4.3.2, page 4-108, includes visual simulations of
Alternatives A and F. Included in those simulations were simulations of cumulative development.
As indicated in Section 4.3.2, page 4-108, the alternatives would fill in the skyline of downtown
San Diego. Only Alternative F, at some selected street-end views, would adversely affect the
aesthetic character of the skyline.

54 PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES

Section 4.4 (page 4-115) discusses the impacts of the proposed alternatives on police protection,
fire protection, recreation facilities, water, wastewater, and solid waste. Impacts created by project
demand for these services and utilities would be mitigated to a level that is less than significant.
The suppliers of these services and utilities did not indicate that cumulative development would
adversely affect their ability to provide services. As discussed in Section 4.4, page 4-115, the
project alternatives that include private development (Alternatives A, B, C, D, and F) would
contribute incrementally to a cumulatively significant impact to schools. Measures to mitigate
project impacts would reduce to less than significant the project’s contribution to this effect.

5.5 SOCIOECONOMICS

The San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) provides projections of population,
housing, and employment growth based on growth trends, land use patterns, and general plan land
use designations. The SANDAG projections are cumulative in nature. The SANDAG growth
projections for the site have been based on mixed-use development of the site, as designated by
the City of San Diego General Plan. Development of any of the proposed alternatives, which
would fall within the parameters of a mixed-use development, would be consistent with regional
growth projections for the site. Therefore, the project would not adversely affect cumulative
socioeconomic projections.

5.6 PHYSICAL ENVIRONMENT
3.6.1 GEOLOGY AND SEISMICITY

Geology and seismicity impacts are site-specific, and would not be affected by, nor would
contribute to, cumulative impacts.

5.6.2 EXTRACTABLE RESOURCES

[mpacts to extractable resources are site-specific. Therefore, the proposed project would not
contribute cumulatively to impacts on extractable resources.

L‘h
(o)
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5.63 HYDROLOGY

Other development in the project vicinity would be located primarily on sites that already have
some form of urban development. Therefore, redevelopment with the new uses would not add
substantial areas of impervious material to the area. As such, no cumulative impacts on hydrology
would occur. :

5.7 BIQLOGICAL RESOURCES

As discussed in Section 4.7.2, page 4-151, the proposed alternatives would not adversely affect
biological resources in the project vicinity. Therefore, development of the alternatives would not
contribute to cumulative impacts on biological resources.

5.8 AIR QUALITY

The air quality analysis in Section 4.8.2, page 4-161, considers the impact of each of the
alternatives on the air quality in the project vicinity and in the San Diego Air Basin. The San
Diego Air Basin is a non-attainment area for ozone, nitrogen dioxide, and carbon monoxide, The
proposed alternatives would include transportation demand management measures (TDM) that
would substantially reduce the potential air quality impacts of the project. Incorporation of the
TDM would, according to the California Air Resources Board, demonstrate consistency with the
State Implementation Plan.

The Regional Air Quality Strategy establishes a goal of maintaining a Level of Service (LOS) C
or better to reduce idling times and vehicular emissions. Cumulative development in the project
vicinity would create congestion (LOS D or below) at six intersections. The proposed project
would contribute a substantial increment to this congestion at one or two of these intersections.
City of San Diego standards provide that this incremental contributicn to the region’s non-
attainment of ozone and carbon monoxide standards is a cumulatively significant unmitigated
impact.

5.9 NOISE

The noise analysis in Section 4.9.2, page 4-175, considers the impacts of gach of the alternatives
on buildout of the project vicinity. No sigpificant noise impacts in the project vicinity would
result.

5.10 CULTURAL RESOURCES
Unless the proposed alternatives would affect a historic district, cultural resource impacts from
Navy Broadway Complex development are considered site-specific. As discussed in Section 4.10.1,

page 4-207, the area surrounding the site is not in a historic district; therefore, development on
the site would not create cumulative cultural-resource impacts.

JB/664C001.5



5.11 PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY

Public health (i.e., hazardous waste) and safety (i.e., proximity to an airport) impacts are site-
spectfic and would, therefore, not be affected by other development.

512 ENERGY AND CONSERVATION
5.12.1 NATURAL GAS

The San Diego Gas & Electric Company (SDG&E) has sufficient capacity to supply. natural gas

to other development in the Centre City without adversely affecting its ability to continue .

providing existing services.
5.12.2 ELECTRICITY

SDG&E has indicated that a new substation may be needed to service the electrical needs of
cumulative development in Centre City. Development of any of the proposed alternatives, except
Alternatives C and E (both of which would provide a net reduction in onsite electricity use), and
Alternative G, would contribute to this need.

JB/6646001.5




SECTION 6
GROWTH-INDUCING IMPACTS

The project site is lccated in a dynamic area of San Diego that is undergeoing substantial
development. A pumber of major cffice, hotel, and ccmmercial developments are propesed,
under construction, or have been recently completed in the vicinity of the project site.

Growth-inducing impacts are these dirsct cr indirect effects of a ‘preject that could result in
economic or population grewth, or the need for new housing. Section 4.5 (page 4-129),
Sccioeconomics, discusses the population and housing growth potential asscciated with the project.
1t is not anticipated that the proposed project would cause or encourage the intensification of any
surrounding !and uvses, because surrounding land uses have long been responding to dynamic
market forces that have already resulted in substantial growth, withcut apparent regard to the
proposed redevelopment of the Navy Broadway Complex. Infrastructure in the project vicinity
is already in place, and has not been a primary constraint to development of the surrounding area.
Therefore, project development would sot result in ihe intreduction to the project area of new
infrastructure that would remove constraints to the develepment of surrcunding properties.

Alternatives A, B, C, D, and F would result in subsiantial increased usage of the waterfront. This
would occur because major pathways between the Centre City core and the waterfront, such as
E, T, and G Streets would be cpened and enhanced for public use. In addition, pedestrian-
encouraging ircatments along Harber Drive and the provisicn of ground-level retail on the site
would serve 10 increase pedesirian use of this arsa. In turm, paironage of other waterfront
sstaplishments, such 2s Seaport Village, would be 2xperted to increase, which is a growth-inducing

eifect of the project.

£
%
ot
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SECTION 7

ANY PROBABLE ADVERSE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS WHICH CANNOT BE
AVOIDED SHOULD THE PROPOSED ACTION BE IMPLEMENTED

Section 4, beginning on page 4-1, addressed the potential environmental consequences of the
proposed action, and included measures to mitigate significant environmental consequences to the
extent feasible. After mitigation, certain of the proposed alternatives would still cause significant
adverse environmental effects, as discussed below. Please refer to Section 4 for a complete
discussion of the potential impacts and mitigation measures.

7.1 1AND USE AND P NING

Alternatives C and E would not implement City of San Diego urban design goals that specify a
pedestrian orientation along Broadway and would not be consistent with City or regional goals for
providing a plaza at the foot of Broadway.

7.2 TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATION

No significant unavoidable impacts associated with traffic would result from development of any
of the alternatives.

13 AESTHETICS AND VIEWSHED

Development of Alternative F would significantly affect street-end views, such as from Pantoja
Park down F Street, because this alternative would contrast substantially with the skyline from this

.distance. Even so, it is recognized that visual resource impacts are highly subjective, and

development of this alternative may be considered aesthetically appropriate, even if its building
height is out of character with the scale of nearby development.

7.4 PUBLIC SERVICES AND UTILITIES

No significant unavoidable impacts associated with public services and utilities would result from
development of any of the alternatives. '

7.5 SQCIOECONOMICS

No significant unavoidable impacts associated with socioeconomics would result from development
of any of the alternatives.

7.6 PHYSICAL, ENVIRONMENT

Ne significant unavoidable impacts associated with physical environmental resources wouid resuit
frem development of any of the alternatives.

JB/66406001.7



7.7 BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES

No significant unavoidable impacts associated with biological resources would result from
development of apy of the alternatives.

7.8 AIR QUALITY

Development of Alternatives A through F would result in increased emissions of air pollutants.
The project region is located in a nonattainment area for the achievement of air quality standards,
so any increase in emissions is considered a significant environmental effect. However, substantial
reductions in emissions would result from the proposed mitigation measures, so development of
Alternatives A through F would not result in significant project-related unaveidable effects to air
quality. The project would contribute an increment to cumulatively significant air quality impacts.
This increment is considered significant under City of San Diego guidelines (see Sectxon 5.8,
page 5-3).

7.9 NOISE

No significant unavoidable impacts associated with noise would result from development of any
of the alternatives.

7.10 CULTURAIL RESOURCES

No significant unavoidable impacts associated with cultural resources would result from
development of any of the alternatives.

7.11 - PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFE

No significant unavoidable impacts associated with public health and safety would result from
development of any of the alternatives.

7.12 ENERGY AND CONSERVATION

No significant unavoidable impacts associated with energy and conservation would result from
development of any of the alternatives. :

7-2
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SECTION 8

ANY JRREVERSIBLE AND IRRETRIEVABLE COMMITMENTS OF RESOURCES
THAT WOULD BE INVOLVED IN THE PROPOSED ACTION IF IMPLEMENTED

The Navy Broadway Cemiplex is lccated in the urbanized dewntown area of the City of San Diego.
Redevelopment of the site with any of the propeosed alternatives would not commit new land or
sensitive environmental resources to urban-uses.

As with any urban develcpment, nonrenewable rescurces and rescurces used to manufacture
construction materials will be used during both the constructicn and cperaticnal phases of the
project. Such rescurces include oil and gas, sand and gravel, and cther construction materials.
This represents an irreversible commitment of rescurces.
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SECTION 9

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN LOCAL SHORT-TERM USES OF MAN'S
ENVIRONMENT AND THE MAINTENANCE AND ENHANCEMENT OF
LONG-TERM PRODUCTIVITY

Development of the Navy Broadway Complex with the propesed uses would provide a
continuation of the urban uses on the project site. In the short ferm, ncise, traffic, and air
pollution would be generated as cld structurss are removed or rencvated and new facilities are
constructad. No sensitive snvircnmental resources would be used in the short term.

he project site is located in a highiy urbanized area, and land use plans indicate a long-term
commitment to highly urbanized uses, such as high-rise office and hotel uses. The propcsed uses
would represent a centinuation of this long-term commitment to urban uses. The proposed uses
would enhance the long-term productivity of the site, Each of the alternatives, except
Alternative G, would create view corziders to the waterfront along E, T, and G Stireets.
Alternatives A and F would provide significant open space uses at the foot of Broadway, and
Alternatives B and D would provide smaller pedestrian plazas at the fcot of Broadway. Other

urban amenities would be provided by redevelopment of the site with the proposed alternatives.
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SECTION 10
LIST OF PREPARERS

Navy personnel directed the preparation of this environmental document and provided technical
direction regarding the operations and needs for the Navy Broadway Complex in San Diego,
California. The following personnel from the Western Division Naval Facilities Engineering
Command Detachment, Broadway Complex assisted with the preparation of this report:

CAPT Wayne Goodermote, CEC, USN .. ................... Officer-in-Charge
William Robinsom, Jr .. oottt it i e e e e e e Executive Director
LCDR James Haug, CEC, USN ........... ... ..... Assistant Officer-in-Charge
Louis Misko . . ..o i e Director of Planning
Jack Wells .. ... ... it e e e Counsel
Thomas Harkanyl . .......... i Planning Project Officer
Pat DAY .ttt e et a i Director of Contracts

Additional Navy personnel who participated in the preparation of this report are:

Western Division, Naval Facilities Engineering Command

CDR Richard F. Krochalis, CEC, USN ............. Head, Facilities Planning and

Real Estate Department
Cynthia Hall ........ . .. ... .. . i Assistant Counsel
JohnKennedy . .......... ... . ....... Head, Environmental Planning Branch
Sam Dennis ... ... e . Head, Land/Air Projects
Louls RiVEro . ........ .. ... Land/Air Environmental Planner
Yous Wall ... .. . Cultural Resources/Community Planner

Naval Facilities Engineering Command

CDR Gary W, Hein, CEC, USN ................. Deputy Assistant Commander

for Facility Planning
Thomas Peeling ......... ... ... .. ..o .. Environmental Affairs Coordinator
William Mabn ... .. . .. o Associate Counsel {Land Use)
Ralph Lombardo .. .......... ... ... ... Assistant Counsel (Environmental Law)

This report was prepared by Michael Brandman Associates (MBA) environmental consultants
of Santa Ana, California, MBA has no financial interest in the approval or disapproval of the
proposed project. MBA staff who participated in this project are:

Curtis E. Alling, AICP ... ... e Project Director
Gary D. Jakobs, AICP ... ... .. i i Project Manager
Thomas Fitzwater, AICP ... ... .. .. ... ... . ... Senior Environmental Analyst
Rayde Wit ... i e e e e e Marine Bioclogist
Lori APDPEISOR .« oottt vttt i et e Urban Planner
Elizabeth Fiering . ..... ... . .. . i Environmental Analyst
Michael Houlthan .. ... . ... . .. Environmental Analyst
JoAnne Aplet .. ... e Senior Air Quality Specialist
Julie MeCall ..o o Air Quality Planner
Robert Reider ........ . ... i i Senior Noise Analyst
Robinljams . ... ... ... o Hazardous Substances Specialist
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Technical support to the document was provided by the following firms and individuals:
ROMA Design Group (Urban Design)
Boris Dramov . ... .. . e Project Director
James Adams . ..., ... .. e Project Manger

Korve Engineering (Traffic and Transportation)

Hans Korve, P.LE ... L Project Director

Robert Grandy, P.E . ..... .. ... . i e Project Manager
Williams-Kuebelbeck and Associates (Fiscal Analysis)

Larry Williams . ... Project Director

Anne SImpson .. ... ... .. e e e Project Economist

Brian Smith and Associates (Cultural Resources)
Brian Smith ....... .. .. . . ". . Archaeologist

Hatheway and McKenna (Architectural History)
Roger Hatheway .......... ... ... ... .. .. Architectural Historian
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SECTION 11
RECIRPIENTS OF THE ENVIROMMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
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The EIS will be a full scope document that will cover all matiarg of potentisl
anvironmental concarn., The znvirommenta=l anaiysis will address, but not be
limited o, traffic and circularion, land used and planning, waterfront
acca2gs, aesthetics and view corridors, ©public services and utllitles,

sociceconomics, geology and selsmialey, extractablz rascgurces, hydrology and
drainage, biclogy, endangere spacles and c¢ritical habitaz, air qualityf*
neise, cultural resources, coastazl zone management, public health and safaty
and znarzy congervziiosn.

Alternatives that are being considerad include wariztlons cof porivats and ¥Navy
devalspment cn the Broadway Complex sitz, Navy-only devalopment of the sirz,
davelopment of an altsrnavive sirs in downtown 3an Di=go, 2nd nc action,
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Offdcer 1
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i22
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two flcors with architaciural datailing, storefront
awnings shai? ba znesuraged.  Specizl treatment and
2

aice of str2ei-wall buildings shall 21ss be eacsuraged.

Building matarials shall be Vight in color and of a %igh guality. A
salesta of colors and matarials shall be developed for the Broadway Com-
3ﬁcx orojact to ensure harmonious frsaiment.

Towers shall be designed with disiinctive rcof forms thal cr2ate g pisas-
ing skyiine profils. A compaiible vocabulavy of forms {e.3., domes,
yaults, pyramids, e%2.) shall be developed fo 2acoursage 2 “family® of
buildings within the camplax,

Mechznica) sguipment, appuricnances and penthousas lacatad on reofisp:
shall be are %3:3ci5r331* scraened aad encigsed, and incovporated as an
intzgral part of the architaciural design. Effarts will 21so be mads :
%ntegrate/sc zen Navy roofiop communication 2guisment o The maximum 3x-

tznt possibia.
shall be aveoided alang Brsaﬁwaj, Pacific haghwav and Harbor
shall be situatad 3long the sasi-wesi sirssis (%, F, and G
Taey shall noi be Jocaied cicser than 30 fasi From intaersse-
A Pacific Highwsy ovr Harbor Drive.
parking and losding arezs zhall be scraaned from pradominant
designed %o aiiow vahiclas {0 maneuvar on sita wl.ncug G-
sudlic pedestrian or vahicular girculaiion.

Pariking Tieatment

3} fvery r2asonable effort shouid e made {0 pravide two lavais of below-
srade gariking prior t3 the provisicn of above-grade sarking.

5) Above-grade parking shall e sncapsulatad within develcpment sp fhat it
appears as an intagral part of tne Suilding casign. Activa uses shall
screen above-grade narking from predominani pubiic visw alsng tha Pagific
Aighway and | arbar Drive frﬂntages, Along the-2asi-wast sirests, above-
grads aar<1n, shall be designed {o appear as an ﬁntegra] part of the
suilding facada.

z)

Landseape Teestymant

1) Th2 jsndszage of in2 development shatl estadlisn 2 aigh cuality of dasizn
ind dromois z comforiabls and atiraciive oadestrian zaviroament. An un-
derstandabls hisrarchy of sirzetscids treatment 3hal] be =steblishad
#ithin and aleng the perimelsr o7 tha davsiopment,

D-3



(2]
Mot

3.

w
-

Tne design of ithe Pacific Highway frontage spall reinforca its designa- .
ticn as a major gataway sitreet, with tall palws and ornameatal lighting,
35 currentily recommendad by the {ity Plamning Departiment.

2a

Harbor Drive should be reinforead as an informal waterfront parkway for
nedestirians and automcbiles; additional ssuewulx planting shall axiend
the cancoy of 2xisting irzes to the adge of the project. i
€ Street saall be developed a3z 2 wisually strong promenade in the spirit
of the propossed 1inzar park 3lsng Harbor Drive. Colorful planting bads,
watar featurzs, sculpture, Lenches and disiianctive wertical plantings
shall be zncouragsd.

£ 3nd .f Sirzeis shall be designzd a5 secondary 23s5i-west sirszsis, with
reguiarity planted siveet traes along 2ach sidewalk.
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CUNSTRUCTION ERISSIGNS
Emissbon Factors for Heavy-Duty

tHuse! - Fuered Construction Equipnmnta)

POELUTANT {gm/lir)
' i Carbon Exhaust Witrogen  Salfur ]
gﬂETpggnt H:nuxtdu flydrocarbons  Oxides xides Pavefeutates
Trackbypy 15701 55.06 579.70 2.3 50.7
iractor
Uheeled 622 .47 u5.¢6 575,64, 40.9 61.%
Tractur
thuel eg?) .- - - 158 7%
Uovzer
Seriper H64. 1y 128, 1% 1740.74 210 154
Hoiur [ 1 13,07 ¢1.43 kL] .7
Gradey
Wheeted 24y .51 118,17 BYH. 1Y g2.5 .7
Luader
Frdchtype yl.1% 44,55 375.22 34.4 26,6
Loadei
OFF-Hghwuy glo.ul 86, 154 IBB?.I& 208 1113
Truck
floller 13797 3u,58 3v2.9 30.5 22.7
Miseel~ 046,37 659,35 167.3 64,7 632
lanepus

4} source:

categury.

EPR-AP 42, Valuwme 11, Yeptember 1985
b) The wheeled dezer HCACU/BOM walssions are lacluded

bu the of f-lilghuay truck

Ewission Factors for Heavy-Duty
Gasoline-Povered Construclion Fquipment

POLLUTANT {ym/kr)

Evapo- {rank-
Carben  Exhaust  yaiive case
Type of Hono - Hydvo- Hydiro - iydio- Kitiragen  Sulfur LPartic-
Eyuipment oxide carbons  carbons carbans {xides Gioxide "ulates
theeled
Tracter 4320 164 0.y 3Z.6 194 7.03 10.9
Hotar 5490 186 i¢,0 3.1 145 7.59 9.4
Gyader
Wheeled 7060 241 29.7 ag.2 235 iv.6 13.5
Loader
Roller bulD 217 8.2 §5.8 164 u.38 11.8
Hiscel e 154 5.4 50.¢ 187 10.6 1.7
lanecus
Dusi Emigsiogng

1.2 tuns per acie ave of consbructlon

aeke per warktng day.

per wonth of activity, or 110 lhs, per

Source fur all zbove data: EPA-AP-42, Volume 11, September 1945
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REPORT FOR FILE markl
1. Site Variables
= 1.0 M/S Z0= 321.0 CM
BRG= 225.0 DEGRZES VD= 0.0 CHM/S
CLASE= F STARILITY V8= 0.0 CM/8
MIXH= 10C0.0 M AMR= 0.0 =M
SIGTE= 20.0 DEGREZES TEMP= 183.0 DEGRIE (C) _
Z. Link Descriztion
LINK ® LINX COCRDINATES (M) # EF H W
DESCRIZPTION X% hial ¥1 x2 Y2 * TYPE  VZH  (G/MI) M {t1)
A, 1 o o -T2 C A 1200 13.8 0.0 15.C
2.2 o 3 72 O ACG 1720 13.8 0.0 32.0
C. 3 9] C 0 72 AG 10 13.3 G.0 37.0
b, 4 O o] 0 -72 AG 1330 13.8 0.0 37.C
* MW
* L = STPL, DCLT ACCT GSFD =ET IDT1  IDT2
LINE % () ™ (M) (BEC) (8EC) (MPH) NCYC NDLA VZPEC (G/MINY (SEC) (BET)
_______ K e o o i e it e s A Ak i e e o T o o A o e 4 e o e A o e e e o e 2 o e o e o e e — =
A. 0 0 O 3.0 0.0 o o 0 C 0.0 o.0 0.0
O G o .2 C.0 O O iJ o 0.C o.0 0.0
0 G C 2.0 0.0 8! 7 = O 0.0 C.C C:0
D. O 3 o 2.0 Q0 0 2 g O .0 0.0 0.0
3. Rezceptor Coordinates -
X Y 7
IZECZPTCOR 1 15 5 1.3
RECERPTOR 2 30 30 1.3
RZCEPTOR 3 -15 15 1.3
EECEZPTCR 4 -30 3G 1.3

[ x]
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REPORT FCOR FILE

DESCRIPTION = el ¥ X2z 72 *
_______________ Hl e o e e e e e e e e
A1 0 0 -72 0
2. 2 o O T2 0
C. 3 G O 0 72
D. 4 0 O C -72
3 MIHH
x L R. S8TEL DCLT ACCT SED
CINE = (M) (4 (M) (GEC) (BEC) (MPH) NCYC NDLA
_______ D e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e ey et o R R e e ot e e o e . o e e o e e s A 8 e
& 0 O G 0.0 0.0 8 o
=2, & O 3 5.0 0., T Y
C. G 0 o 0.0 0.5 C o
. 8, s} 0 G0 2.0 s 0
3. Raceptor Coczdinates
b4 b4 2
RECEFTORE 1 15 15 1.3
RECEPTCR 2 20 30 1.3
RECERPTOR 3 ~13 1 1.
RECERFTOR 4 ~30 30 .3

CLASS= o
MiXH=

SIGTH=

: markZ
i. Sites Variablss

U=
BRG=

1.0 M/S
225.0 DEGREESZ
F STABILITY
10000 M

20.0 DEGREZES

Z0=
VD=
VE=

AMB=
TEMZ=

2. Link Description

* LINE COCRDINATES () *

321.0

.0
18.0

CcM

6.0 CH/S

0.C CM/S

¢.C PEM
DEGREE (C}

N o W
TYRE VEH (G/MID) () (MY
5 o m m  2m  e  o e m m

37.0
EFI  IDTL IDT2
VEHO (GMIN) (SEC) (SEC)
G o 0.0 0.0 0.0
o o 0.0 2.0 0.0
o & 0.0 2.0 0.0
c o 0.0 0.0 9.0




BRG= 225.C DEGREES VD= C.Cc CrM/S
CLASS= P S .Q
MIXH= 1000.0 M AME= 0.0 P!
SIGTH= 20.0 DEGREES TEME= 18.0 Dt

2. Lirk Descrinticn

LINK * LINE COORDINATES (M) * =F = W
DESCRIPTICN % a2 71 4 ¥z * TYPE  VPH  (G/A) (7 {)

=

© Qo
Ao
OO
cooC
i
4
g N

\J

oo
o i e 2
AR RN R
R & O
o Y
oy [
3 -
o o &
l("}
O
'».L
(o)
o

o O
|
]
SV
v

% MW
* L R STPL DCLT ACCT SPD EFT  IDTI IDT2
LINK = 4y () () (SEC) (SEC) (MPH) NCYC NDLA  VPHO (GAIN) (8ZEC) (SED)

QO0C0
O QOO
QOO0
OO0 GO

OO OO
OOOo0O

3. Racephor Cocordinates
k4 v Z
RECEPTCRE 1 13 15 1.3
RECEPTOR 2 320 320 1.3
RECEPTOR 3 -13 15 3
RECEFTCR 4 -30 30 1.3
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1. Site Variahlas

U= 1.0 M/8 Z0= 3210 CM
ERG= 225.0 DEGREES VD= 0.0 CM/S
CLASS= ¥ STABILITY VS= G.0 CM/S
MiXH= 10C0.0 M AMB= 0.C PPM
SIGTH= 20.0 DEGREES TEMP= 18.0 DEGREZ (C)

2. Link Descrirtion
LINK * LINK COCEDINATES () X EF H W
PESCRIFTICON x H Y1 Az T2 * TYPE VPH (G/MI} () (M
e et e e B e o e e 5K e e e e o e o e e e o e
4, 1 O 0 -72 0 AG 2780 7.3 0.0 12.0
B 2 Q o 72 o AG 3840 7.3 0.¢ 32.0
c. 3 G (S C 72 AG 2820 7.3 0.0 37.0
D. 4 0 0 G -72 AG 1280 7.3 0.G 37.0
x MITA
x L = sTFL DCLT ACCT 82D EFL IDTL  IDTZ
LINK % My (M) () (SEC) (SEC) (MPH) NCYC NDLA VFPHO (G/MIN) (8EC) (SEC
_______ K o e e o e e e o o e ot o o o e o e e e o o o A1 A i ot e o i o e e i e e e
S G 0 0 .0 0.0 0 & 3 Q G.0 Q.0 0.0
= o o O .0 Q.0 C G 8] 0 .0 .G C.C
Co ») o G 0.0 0.0 C G o a 0.C 0.0 0.0
. G G G .0 0.0 2 G G v 5.0 0.0 ¢.C
3. Rscesvtor Cocrdinates
X b4 yA
RECEPTOR 1 15 5 i3
RECEPTCE 2 30 30 1.3
RECETTOR 3 ~-13 i3 13
RECEZTOR 4 -30 30 1.3
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REZPCRT FOR FILE : maxrkd

J= 1.0 M/E 70= ~ 321.0 CM
BRG= 225.0 i

CLASS= F STABILITY

MIGi= 10C0.0

SIGTH= 20.0 DEGREES TEME= 1Z.

LINK 5 LINKE COQRDINATES (D) % BE M W
DESCRIPTION % ol Y1 %2 2 x TYPE VFEH  (G/HI) (M) M
——————————————— o e e e v ——— it — —————— A e e ——— —
o1 0 O -72 0 AC 2450 7.3 0.0 i3.0
.2 0 O 72 0 AG 3440 7.3 2.0 22.0
.3 G o e T2 AG 2010 7.3 0.C 37.0
. 4 0 O O -72 AG 1250 7.3 0.0 37.0
¥ MW
% L = gTo2L, DCLT ACCT SPD ‘ EFT IDT1 D72
LINE e (M) ) (M) (SECY (SZ02) {(MTH) MCYC MDLA  VEHO (G/HMIN) (8Z2C) (8EC)
_______ B e —————— e ———————— o o e e
Al _ 0 G 0 o0 S0 o 0 2 2 RS G.0 3.0
3 o) G 5 6.0 0.0 © 0 C o 0.0 0.0 0.0
X 0 0 8] 0.0 0.0 3 0 O o 0.0 2.0 2.0
. 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0.0 C.0 0.0
3. Receztor Coopdinates
X Y zZ
RECEFTCR 14 15 15 1.3
RECETTOR 2 30 30 1.3
RECEFPTOR 3 ~15 i35 1.3
RECERPTOR 4 -30 30 1.3



1. Site Variables

U= 1.0 M/5 Z0= 3210 OCM
BRG= 225.0 DEGREES VD= 0.0 /S
0

e Jvu

CLASS= ¥ STARILITY VS= ¢ CM/S
MI¥H= 1000.0 M AMB= 0.0 e
51GTE= 20.0 DEGHREE TEMP= 18.0 DEGREE ()
Z. Lirnk Deacription
LIN¥ * LINE CCORDINATES M) 3 EF H 2
DEESCRIPTION = bal Y1 ¥ Yz ¥ TYPE VEM (G/MI} (M) (13
——————————————— o U e e
-1 0 0 -72 9] AG 2790 7.3 0.0 i5.0
Z 0 0 72 0 AG 3840 7.3 0.0 32.0
3 0 o o 72 AG 2820 7.3 0.0 37.0
. 4 0 0 o -72 AG 1280 7.3 0.0 37.0
* MIW i
. # L B STPL DCLT ACCT SPD BEET IDTY IDTZ
LINKE % My (M) M) (SEC) (SEC) (MPH) NCYC NDLA VPEO (G/MIN) (SEC) (SEC)
_______ K e o o o o o e o o e b2t e o ot i e o o o e e e it S fm e o e o o om e
Al Q 0 0 0.0 0.0 Q 0 2 O 0.0 0.0 ¢.C
5 G o T 5.0 0.0 O 0 0 0 .0 0.0 0.C
C. o G G .0 6.0 0 2 0 O 8.0 G.0 0.0
D. o 0 G 0.0 o0 G 0 G 0 0.0 C.G 0.0
3. Racertor Coordinatas
b4 ¥ A
RECEFTOR 1 15 15 1.3
RECEPTOR 2 3 30 1.3
RZCEPTOR 3 ~13 s} 1.3
RECEFTOR 4 -30 20 1.3

(3]
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= 1.0 M/S Z0o= 3210 M

BRG= 225.0 DEGREES ¥D= 0.0 CM/5
CLASS= F STARILITY VS= 0.0 CM/S
MI¥H= 1000.0 M AMB= 0.0 PPEM
SIGTH=  20.0 DEGRREES TEME=  18.0 DEGREZ (D) .
2. Link Descrinticn
LINK * LINK COORDINATES (M) * EF o W
DESCRIPTION % 1 v ¥o Vo  x TYPE VEH (G/MI) () O
_______________ 3K e e e e e et e e 3 o o

+

Nt
NSV N

Ak by A
* L ® sT?PL DCLT ACCT SFD ErT IDT: IDTZ
LINE % (M) () (M) (SEC) (SEC) (MPH) NCYC NDLA VPHO (G/MIN) (SEC) (SEC)

A, s o g 0.0 0.0 0 0 0 co0.5 c.e 0.0
’ C 8] 0 0.0 0.0 O 0 e o 0.0 5.0 0.0
C o) o 0.0 0.0 O 0 s D 0.C 0.0 0.0
D. O o T 0 C.C C.0 s 0 0 0 0.C 0.C C.0
3. Baceptor Coordinestsas
'.‘{ ‘,' 7
S i ]
RECZITOR i 15 i3 1.3
RECEDTOR 2 30 3 1.3
BECE?TOR 3 -15 1 1.3
RECEPTOR 4 -30 30 1.3

v
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1. Sites Veriables

= 1.C M/S 20= 321.0 (M
BEG= 22Z5.0 DEGREES Y= 0.C CM/
CLASS= ¥ OGTARILITY S= 0.0 CM/S
MIYXH= 1i000.0 M AME= 0.0 PPM
SIGTH= 20.0 DEGREES TEMP= 18.0 DEGREE (C)
2. Link Description
LINK = LINX COQZIMNATEE (M) * aF H W
DESCRIPTION % pral 1 X2 Y2 ¥ TYPE  YPH  (G/MI) &) (M)
_______________ B o e e K et e e
1 o O -7z 0 A 1330 7.3 0.0 8.0
.2 0 o 72 G AG 3800 7.3 0.0 32.C
. 3 0 y 0 T2 AG 1500 7.3 0.0 37.0
.4 0 G o -72 AG 730 7.3 3.0 270
. % L = STPL. DCLT ACCT SFD EFI iDTi IDTZ
LINK = (M) (M) My (BRC) (BEC) (miFK) NCYC WDLA  VERO (G/MIN) {(8EC) (SEC)
_______ B e e o e o e o o e e 7 o At e o o o o e e e o e it o e o e o o it e —
A, O 0] 0 0.0 Q.0 G G 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0
=, S vl 0 o.0 0.0 G Q ) ¢ 0.0 a.0 0.0
C. 0 0 o 0.0 0.0 O G D 9] C.C .0 0.0
D. O 0 0 G.0 0.0 G ] O G 0.0 0.0 0.0
3. H=csepntor Cocordinates
)4 Y Z
RECEDPTCR 1 i5 15 1.3
RECEDPTOR 2 30 30 1.3
RECE2TCE 3 -15 13 1.3
RECEPTOR 4 ~-30 30 1.3
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REFORT FOR FILE : front?2
i T

U= 1
BRG= 180.

CLASS= F  STARILITY VS= o Cr/
MIXH= 1000.0 M AMZ= 0.0 pPPM
SIGTH= Z0.0 DEGREES TEMP= 18.0 DEGREE (©)
2. Lirk Deacriztion
LINK s LINK COQRDINATES () % BE H W
DESCRIPTION X h i il 32 Y2 x TYPE VPE (G (M) (M)
——————————————— e e e e e e — e e
A1 0 G -44 0 AG 3270 7.3 0.0 32.0
B Z 0 0 44 0 AG 3570 7.3 0.5 32.0
C. 3 0 0 O 44 AG 1404 7.3 0.C 22.0
D. 4 0 O 0 —-44 AG 1404 7.5 0.0 22.0
* MW -
* L R STPL DCLT ACCT SPD EFI IDT1  IDTZ
LINK (M) (4 (M) (SEC) (SEC) (MPM) NCYC NDLA VZPHO (G/MIN) (SEC) (8EC)
_______ ;’g_____.___________________,____,:__,____________,____.,_,___________.._.._..._.._._.............__——____._._.
A, 0 0 0 2.0 0.¢ 0 0 O C G.0 0.0 0.0
3. G G O 3.0 G.0 G o o 0 5.0 0.0 2.0
C. Q Q Q 0.0 Q.¢ 0 Y C G 0.0 0.0 0.0
D. 0 0 8} c.8 0.0 0 O 0 o 0.0 0.0 3.0
3. Racavntcr Coordinates
X ¥ Z
RACEZTCR 15 i5 1.3
XECEPTCR 3 30 13
RICEFPTICR =15 i5 1.3

-30 1.3

o

L=}

Ql

(S|

i

I |

QO

) T 5
DUl W

w

<

RECEPTIOR 15 -15 1.3
RECEDTOR 30 -30 13
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REPORT FOR FILE : fronth
1. Site Varizbles
= 1.0 M/S o= 3210 CM
ERG= 130.C DEGREEEZ VD= 0.0 CM/S
CLASS= F STARILITY VS= 0.0 CM/S
MIXH= 1000.0 M aAMB=- 0.0 BBPM
5IGTE= 20.0 DECGREERS TEMP= 18.0 DEGREEE {O)

LINK * LINK COORDINATES (tf) * EF H W
DESCRIPTICN % X Y1 iz Y2 = TYPE VEFH (G/MD () (M)
_______________ K m e ot e o o e vt o e rem e e e i 2 e e e e ot 2 i o

S 9 0 ~44 o AG 3440 7.3 .0 32.0
-2 0 O 44 0 AG 3440 7.3- C.0 32.0
3 o o 0 44 AG 1302 7.3 0.0 22.0
4 0 S 0] —-44 AG 1302 7.3 0.0 22.0

* L r STZ2L  DCLT ACCT S2D . BRI IDT:  IDTZ

LINK % (M) (D) (M) (SEC) (SEC) (MPH) NCYC NDLA VPHO (G/MIN) (EEC) (SELC)

A, 0] O 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0.0 0.¢ G.Q
2 o G C 0.0 0.0 O G 0 o 3.0 0.0 2.0
C 6] 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0 G 0 2.0 0.0 0.0
D 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0 G 0 C C.0 2.0 0.0

3. Recsotor Coordinates
X b 2

RECEFTCE 1 1= 13 1.3

RECEPTOR 2 30 30 1.3

RECEPTOR 3 =15 1z 1.3

FECEPTCE 4 -3G- 30 1.3

RECEPTOE 3 = -15 1.2

RECEPTOR 8 30 ~30 1.3

i
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Iee
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{EP0RT FOR FILE : frontd
t

.0 M/S Z0=  321.0 CM
0

RG DEGREES VD= c.C CM/S
CLASS= FSTARILITY VE= 0.6 CM/3
MI¥H= 1000.0 M AMB= 0.0 pPoM
SIGTE= 20.C DEGEREES TEMP= 1.0 DEGREZ (2) .
2. Link Description
LINE ® LINK COCEDINATES () * =F H W
DESCEIPTION = Fal Y1 X2 V2 * TYPE  YEH (G/MID D ()
______________ B e e e e
.1 0 0 -44 ® AG 3840 7.3 .0 32.0
.2 C o] 44 o AG 3840 7.3 3.0 32.0
. 3 0 0 G 44 AG 1335 7.3 0.0 22.0
.4 0 0 0 —-44 AC 13858 7.3 3.0 22.0
* MIEW
* L R ST?PL DCLT ACCT &P EFT DT D72
LINE % ) (D (M) (SEL) (SECY (MPH) NCYC NDLaA VDHO (G/AMIN) (SEC) (EEQ)
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3. Rezcantaor Coordinates
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RECEPTOR L L5 13
R=ECZPTOR 2 30 30 1.3
RECEZFTOR 3 =15 15 1.3
RECEFTCR 4 -30 30 L3
RECEPTOR 5 13 -15 1.3
RECEDTOR 8 30 ~-30 13
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REPORT FOR FILE : nchi

1. &ite Variables

U= 1.0 M/8 Z0= 3210 CH
BRG= 20.0 DECGREES VD= 0.0 CM/S
CLASS= ¥ STAZILITY V5= 0.0 CM/5
MI¥E= 1000.0 M AMEB= 0.0 P2M ‘
SIGTHE= 20.0 DEGREES TEMP= 18.C DEGREZ () i

LINK % LINK COORDINATES (M) * EF q i
DESCRIPTION * X1 yal 42 Y2 & TYPE VPH {(G/MD) (0 0D
_______________ K e e e e e e e e e et e e K e et e o e
A1 0 G -72 0 AG 700 13.8 0.0 32.0
B. 2 0 0 72 0 AG 700 13.8 0.0  32.0
C. 3 0 0 o 1586  AG 1152 128 0.0  37.0
D. 4 o 0 o  -153 AG 1110 13.6 0.0  37.0
X . MIKW
x L R STPL DCLT ACCT STD EFI  IDT1  IDT2
LINK % () (M) (M) (SEC) (SEC) (MPH) NCYC NDLA VPHG (G/MIN) (BZC) (SEC)

~
fin)

7
RZCETTOR 1 -13 ~15 . 1.3
RECEPTOR 2 -20 -30 1.3
PECEPTOR & 13 =13 1.3
HECEPTOR 4 30

225
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U= 1.0 M/S Zo= 3210 OCM
BRG= 50.0 DEGREES VD= 00 C
0

CLASS= F STABILITY V8= 0.0 CHM/5
MI¥H= 100C.0 M AME= 0.0 PPM
CIGTH= 20.0 DEGREES TEMI= 18.0 DEGRZZ (O -
2. Link Descrizticn
LINK LINX CCORDINATEE () * EF H W
ESCRIZTION = 4 Y1 4 Y2 * TYPE VEH (G2 () D
—— e e e e — e — T et
Al 8] G -72 8] AG 1240 0 7.3 C.0 32.0
8. 2 0 0 -T2 ¢ AG 1540 7.3 C.0 32.0
C. 3 ¢ Q o 158 AC 3240 7.3 G.0 37.0
0.4 ¢ 0 Q -138 AG 2010 7.3 G.C 37.0
% MIXW
% L = STRL DCLT ACCT SPD EFT 1T IDTZ
LINE % (M) D M) (SEC) (EBEC) (MDH) NCYC WDLA  VPHO G/ (SEC) (858
A, ] G 0 G.0 0.C O O o] 0 0.0 0.0 Q.0
2. 0 o G 0.2 0.0 0 0 8] 0 0.0 5.0 G.o
C. 2 8] G 0.0 0.0 o 0 C 8] 0.0 R 0.0
o G o O 0.0 0.¢ 0 0 C 0 0.0 0.0 0.

4 K4 Z
RECEETOR 1 -1z -15 1.3
‘RECEZTOR 2 -30 -30 1.3
RECEFTOR 3 13 -15 1.3
RZCEPTOR 4 30 ~30 L3 .
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. L. Sit= Varizbles

U= 1.0 My/s Z0= 32z1.0 CM
BRG= 50.0 DEGREES VD= 0.0 CM/S
CLASE= 7 STAEILITY V3= 0.0 CM/5
MI¥H= 1000.0 ™ AME= 0.0 PPM
SIGTH= 2C.0 DEGREIES TEME= 18.0 DEGRZE (O -
2. Linlkk Descriztion
LINK = LINE COORDINATES (M) # ZZ H W
DESCRIPTION = Fel Y1 i Yz # TYPE VPH (G M ()
——————————————— U U - e
1 0 0 -72 G AG i581 7.3 0.0 32.0
2 0 0 72 o] AG 1581 7.3 0.0 320
3 9] 0 o 158 AG 3544 7.3 0.0 37.0
4 0 O o] -158 AG 2820 7.3 0.0 37.0
H MW .
¥ L R STPL DCLT ACCT EP7D BEEFI DT IDTZ
LINK = ) (D) (M) (SEC) (SEC) (MPH) NCYC NDLA VZHO (G/MMIN) (SEC) (SEC)
e e e e e e K e e e e e e o e o e L e Ak S i e e A e o ke i kh A LA o A T T AR B o am an mam S ik o an v A
A. 0 0 o 0.0 00 © o 0 o 0.0 0.0 0.0
2. O 2 2 0.0 0.0 O 0 G 0 0.0 5.0 0.0
C. o 0 C 0.0 0.0 0 o 8] 0 0.0 2.0 ¢.0
PR G i G .0 0.0 G G 0 O 0.0 0.0 0.0
3.- Receptor Coordinatas
b4 Y Z
{ZCEFTCOR 1 -13 -15 1.3
{ZCEPTOR 2 -3 -30 1.3
(ZECEFTOR 3 i35 -15 13
WCEDTOR 4 30 -30 1.3

in
i

[#Y]

i



W

)

(/MDY ()

VPH

CM
CM/S

0.0 CM/s

C.0
TYDE

e

32..0

VD
Vs
AME=
P_
n

Z0=

TEM

3

Link Descrinpti

-72

.0
2.

100

o e i ke o ca e e (s o i e e A ot = by el oy v o L e e e o o T W i oy s e i o e o T TE 4 o e e —

-

L

SIGTE

ERG

B

CLASS
MIYL=

™

1 o

3

oo

R A NS

<Moo

e
e
G
0.0
~
|9

OO OO

C.
G.
0.
0

0
C
0.0
0

OOo0O

OO O

DO Q

o
G
0
G

QOO0

eRoNeRe]

A." ._B 8] o

i
1
-15
-30
15
30



by
)

i/

i

Ci/5
M

'y

C

18.0 DEGREZ (O)

2

VD=
Veé=
M=

i

z0

g

T
i Sgont}

]

A

LITY

CCCRIL

AZL

NE

T

cT
b
ial

r

1.0 M/8
5.0 DEGREES

10C0.0
20.0

YT T
1z
re
z

M

SIiG

_ )
“ o 1
Qo0 m _
ANENEN o M1 QOO0
ot g ™ L oooo
&=t — !
] _‘.Jw o
. "OOCM _H.E“OCQO
ol Pad pnl COCo
P m cu
Hi ﬂ ~—r _—
Pt T— g
_ﬂ..,___.ﬁnoeﬁ W“m“
b g m O n!oaooo
R IR R RS RS R T B R
= e | G000
| =
O bt
Nl G o =
B oG 1) 103 L 0o
= " mqw 1
1
m | o
A RN o )
5 “ G M_ et o m,_ " QOO
oy, =
3 “ “ ©3
L oo 9 o m
“ 7H_ N, _Cn,.OO ,w S.L
o = “ ol .
=y £y | H
1 ) AT o
“250@ SC_ o
N mloooo 0
R B o~ d 8
o ! m.w w”" i n
> o — -t o
h <0 urmn"\ {929 ﬁ.“ 2 ."w 5l __b )
o000 o - | ecew 0
I B2 o
=l AR o000 @
o | Wu vl oooo o
{ 50 .
o000 LE“ o
1 0, U ) QOO0
— | =
14 " [#3] ..m...w i
= o
! = > M ™
¥ I o 1
: | QOO0
i 9] [
= 2, i
Q ) ]
£ “ “oloooo — N
,.lg_“ ] R
] B3t g 3t (sl e
) ! OO
tA I fed £
4 s {1y (1
] =1 O o -
RS RN R R o] 1

AN



-

7

S (M)

fal

INAT

Variables
\ et —
W
E3N

-

Site
COCED

w
E2N

L
e e e ———— e —————— e

D kat2

LIN

Hoam — v -

e

AU. o) AUH I
3 o O o
AN M/..w &} M/w

OO OO

OO0
QO QO

OO0 0

OO OO

0
0
0
Q

OO OO0
0999
OO OO
Q099

COO00O

QOO0

OO0 O

OO0

<0l O A

v
15

-1

3
1.3

4
1.

o
54 102 )
1

30

—

£y m
=
[ATAN

[ [23
[ON®)
{21 [x]
(e H




W

M

0.0 CM/S

e

321.0

Q=
D=

7
ESy

hles
:
pLio:

-

i3

1

Legcript

Va

-

ES

s

=

Site
Link

[

L,

L
EGR
2.

o

20.0

e

B s e e S U —

3

2 TH
N

i~y
L

SI
INK
1PTIO

I

TS

e
o

i/

t
o !
CoqqQ 5
B o od o =l ooao
A RV AN " OO DO
ol '
) I o
JecqQ Lm“ﬁﬂﬁﬁ
(S Ul “ O DD
' yout \H 1
) o o il o |
= gl o g Hioocoo
“loocoao
=~
e
Oy A ’ o
3909 N
0 O 0~ < o000
o3 N | T} m.u\ “
o
Qe Y w
=< Mloooo
=
_ __ [N}
O o NN <¢ s ]
Bl D~ T oo i
[ S ceo 5 A
2 | i -t
Oy | Be
s %
N o OO S o
o NMQO%G m
- B ! “
m uu A ¢
RN o
oo |l oooo o
_ 0
Q00O %
loooo o
t ]
o o oo " ) )
FOOOOo
t
f
'
! 2419
" e OO
|9 ~
- Z
Ml_ - —
1 1
g loooo m o
1
B X oy ¥ i 04
[ 0o
_ £4 b
et | 2y [
= 56
g O ) — e 1 e
Mo Ao n i ]

-~



|
_ “
[ o
I AR e
2 | O g O ) t
K ),2222 - “ECGG
- = . 1oow <
i oo
1 OO0 W)_
S I I, D51l omoe
Pl | (™) [N w] [ [ A.U. ﬂb.
) " (1 “ OO
— ) t
(o 5| Mg 0@ o 6 |
2 IS B SN S =y ]
&5 Mo n “ QOO0
= “ . R OO0
3 e | O N = |
v o Eoan® o | :
4WWM..@ V“Z%EN WMGGDO
Ooama i : 9
o (AT ] ] | “
AL , @]
OO.O“OO SIEURS R T
1|m < O. QH.- ml" ;= < Rt {4 ! OO OO
A 3% ! o O } - H
| O . . -
L TR RN Al oo 1
o8 ulhn _ ! neeee % “
QEsMmu o o o 42 M4
il - -~ Pl AN 1
. CH o= w 5
o ..ﬁ% E POy @O 1ty “ & o
4 SRR L O000 9
i o e £~ 0
~ ® o 2 | [
o = | NI £,
] Uloa , () | S Q099 0 Q
P BE AN OO0 0O0 “loooo m Py @
o 3o fx] b | Ot
. B o NS - 0
4 WM U i SR 1oooQ 0
- . H . B “ » 1
SR oo SEEEEN
¥s] - i N .
02”5 a 4 loocoo LB 9
—l 0 LS ! ou D000
N O - g~
o O o )] |
O i b !
! — I & “ o
non 3ty ¥ 1o}
v TRl * el )
DG ol ! p OO0 !
I 5d £ 5
Madlo 2 | g
— gl [
D Qg EH !
B P
wﬂ_m.: M_OOOO — O
e A y ! ‘
1Y) O g 3¢ v
S _ _ HJ. p.
o 7 | i o
o O o il
R | - [ . O Q
S o Q 0o
L o



n

rﬂ-

=

T FOR

=XXPCH

H
]

A

o

&)

£y

{l
EXE:

18.0 B

o

o8

)

M

I8

=

M)

»
I

[y
{xi

G/MIY (

{

Fol)

—

v

a”
%

A
iz

e

e e e S e e e e B e e e e

ﬁv.._UAU,O

OO0

OO0

PR LS R

] ] " g
I AR

)

LT
T+9

M

¥*

2

3

O (&)

VPR

g

e

e e e e e T e e e e e e e e e e e e S L A AL e - S L AR e i Ak ke e s i AR e A A

0.C
0.C

c.0

QD Q

[ I

oo

)

<O

0 0.0

']
A

2fhes

Cocrdin

Tor

"~y

L3
L

30

15

-



0 ) M
BRG= 2235.0 DEGEEES VD= 0.0 CM/S
CLASS= ¥ CETAEBILITY Ve= 0.0 CH/E
MIXH= 1000.0 M AMB= 0.0 PPM
SIGTH= 20.0 DEGEEES TEMP= 18.0 DEGREE (O) —
2. Linkz Descriztion
LINK ® LINX COORDINATES (M) x EF H T
DESCRIPTION = ol i X2 Y2 * TYPE VEH (&M (M) (M)
_______________ A e e e e e i e — e e e e
a1 Q 0 ~72 0 AG 22C0 7.3 c.0 22.0
3. 2 0 0 s O AG 2200 7.3 0.0 22.0
C. 3 0 ¢ o TZ AG 18382 7.3 0.0 22.0
D. 4 G 4 O -72 AG 1734 7.3 0.0 =2.0
e MKW _
%« L R STPL DCLT ACCT SED EFI ‘IDT1  IDTZ2
LINX % (My.. (M) (M) (8EC) (BEC) (MTE) NCYC NDLA VBEQ (G/MIN) (SEC) (82C)
_______ B e ——————— o e — —
Al o 0 0 .0 0.0 0 0 0 0 0.0 3.0 Q.0
=. O . 0 .G 0.C G C 0 G 5.0 2.0 2.0
C. 0 G 0 .0 0.0 O O o G .0 0.0 G.o
. 0 0 0 2.0 O.0 0 0 0 0 .0 C.0 G.0
3. Receptor Coordinates
£ Y Z
EECEFPTOR 1L 15 i E) 1.3
RECEFTIOR 2 3¢ Z0 1.3

U=

FILE : ket’d
1. Site Variablss
L 0=

£-38




FCR

REPORT

mw
v
[2]
&
55854
.
© [alge
Qo
[ A ]
000 da
] v
o) i
(1T
1] 1
Om%kf
| S e WM_
Uy >y
mE o
b} fx3

5

L

(

TES

NMA

K COORDIL

LIN
if-l

&

i

sl
S

CQooco

™oy el
PN

™

@ O
i G

-72
i

— )

(A

[k

™

32D
NCYC

A
J

ACCT
MPH

{SECY (4

!

DCLT

STPL
() (SEC)

=

.

Qe O

QOO

OO O

DD 0D

OOOQ

QO
OQO

[ nuw ﬁn” <
QOO0
OO0

OO OC

SCOO00O

.o

L3
L3

By L0 (1)
i

. 1O} m

M e |

-



REPCRT FOR FILE : k=tB
1. Site Variakles

U= 1.0 M/S 0= 32L0C CM
BRG= 225.0 DEGREES VL= 0.0 CM/5
STABILITY Va= 0.0 CM/5

CLASE= F
M= 1000.0 M AMB= 0.0 PBPM
SICTH= 20.0 DEGREES TEMP= 18.0 DEGREE (C) e

LINK * LINK COORDINATES (M) % EF Y W
DESCRIPTION % i Vi ¥z vz o« TYPE VPH (MDD () (D)
_______________ e — e ———— e R ———— e e e —— - ————
AL o 0 -72 C AG 1880 . 7.3 0.0 220
B. 2 o 0 115 o A 1860 © 7.3 0.0 22.0
C. 3 0 0 O 72 AG 1820 7.3 0.0 220
D. 4 G o O 72 AG 1748 7.3 0.0 220

% ML
« L R STPL DCLT ACCT STD ZFT - IDTL  IDT2
LINE  * () 0D () (SEC) (SEC) (MPH) HCYC NDLA VPHC {(G/MIN) (SEC) (SEC)
A 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 © o o o 0.0 0.0 .0
B. 0 0 o 0.0 0O 0 o 0 0 0.0 0.c 0.0
C. C 0 C 0.0 0.0 O© G 0 0 0.0 6.0 C.C
D. 0 0 0O 00 00 O 0 0 o 0.0 0.0 0.0

3. Recentor Coordinatsas
£ Y 2

RECERTOR 1 5 15 1.3
REZCEFTCR 2 20 30 .3

Zdk)



MCD

g

“ ' i ' |
i : I [ }
! " | " ;
S mu» ~ MU_ O e A ~ -l €3 1 g el A ERIPNR Ba
| AT O PO 0@ 13D O | (I Rw e
lo o e © 1o - t e
' ,.m “ A3 “ o “ "
[ ¢ Q i)
i, ! Wep WA i G i I ¥ JPURETN
v O lwo o L Daa ST L it e S RS R T e
Z o ¢ M 2 ba ™ 9 b a3~ 9% % _ >3 I o P Of
L e | 1 i . { i e { ] 7 \ e 1
i Y ko 1y 1 - T i = { S !
~ ! ISP L = m... : | [ r M._ 1 i [xs - h - i )
2y “ oaMd e R Q =p 0N o “..H P Y . ; I
a7 igoo © s DM oo Mmoo gan 5 i GhmaiQogom
L | I o b [ - b o Wu 0 ! - i
| (. i [ “ Ty ] " O “
Lo do 9l l s Noon I Nepou i I N O
g O S005 w b o0 T g of ' Mo g0
. | © by “to YTy g erd | @l g Qo
¥ * (8] ¥ > 3 . ! |
xG,h“*xx*E ® .,w..x.xa*mw % ¥ ﬁxai& x* N w3 e g x
[ = = o (£ Moy | {X; oy 3 L \ i ' kN
R Rl R B s 0y b Y 5K @ g b O g R ST e
3 m m S e 7 E &) " N G e ___v. S EA m_,“ m . 2 ﬁw | B B g Vo 0 M.w )
SR o ™ EH w5 EME AT e g | SRR R AR
SRS Ry = ¥x8x .0 R I N ¥ o O x T O
IR ¢ T8 | RS A o *
ﬁ..). 0o ~ ol - m m : Y] 2a | - .
B28 ! 1515 Qo5 1n393 Qog inted AoF | YRR L
Jor-v i Rl U e B Mzl 1 jo-do [ R A0 100
o O S rn 0 ] Qo M On )
! 2] O ._ ol SR
A AR MM o o % oK A ow oM Ny % N
t : ! t !
|
[ R G o1 : , ! '
O.l 1D = %“1234 0 ] g 0 Y | g O3 D SE Pl N
o 2 o 4 |
S — f-t - ; ) E
oy w“ W,_ m.: m‘_ “ mﬂ_ mﬂ mn mﬂ Py B ﬂ._. 9 | B4 [ B EA [ P - I
SERSITITES! D1ILOLLL 3 L oa i e Oy [ § O 0y O 0 bd L Dy (O O
=1 PGl PR == e L 0LuoL SO N RS L DouL
2o s e g g o1 0G0 e B IS R B 1 1 23 1 ) 7} 14 0] 6] £
! | ¥ (Y " o RN (LA M (A R L N
]



COCN/LINK
(EPPM)

*WIND %
BRG =x

PRED
¥ CONC =

*

_
“ j |

o _ “ | | _

= —1 N I |

o i : - | i

S DA R I E | : |

o0 e A ey ol : _

| D~ [} - | O I's) " oy 74 oy - | )

! £ | m I & © N S = !
& = H - | O = i 10O

b Te) w0 | Lo H { ()] [ :

S AL | W00 & | 4 It [ v} Lo o
R e e O g @ i wgn Y ! P i 4 i 2
| © 7] el | oo O gyt e i E ! i
! | Z Vo & £ | Mogo OIS O 1 g 3 oo
) = iR 3 G {Q M I Lo b ) o Dl wo
| D oy OV [xy ~ = i -1 [ B I o ._”..ﬂm 4 3 7, o Iz} Wm.. I . [

[ O S, e [N O o a .;[._ = 1 -4 ] [y I " — H [ 4 1 © E
PO som oo b o U o b= A : sl - =k -
Vo 9 g8m e \ . o 5 i m ™ o [ 13 : 173 ! -4

O Coon GRmiocdlom a1 S e ! b

1 M o] 1O & n~mi YO O Q.m_wB_ Lo 2 | ; o b ) I
o §oriseUcg  gEmigtety  ERmiecp ghmiacp gemiued
o oW : : o ] [ (] 1o O

Voo ST I Ny aym ! ' O | 9 Q =]

a2 P3O] | T b N 0w ' i 0 ! e
e 5 SRR Ll mdgae P Pooeym I aw
® » e U - 3t ! o) ! A....“ ’ ¢ - | O on ) ! 4 ﬁu; t | 4y ml.u

Y2 “ 3 * [} L % Moy n [£3] w3 4:._“- ﬂ.n 1 “T1U 5 1 e} H,I. \At. | .ﬂ. (&) .| ol

o | .ﬂ_ m 0 m M ) ¥ “ ¥ LB B | o ] LTI mr_ 2 # Ul I3 ,w i 1 © e} =+

0] Nl m QEisl (Do AW x ¥ § 1% ¥ * A g A Ul

oy o] A NG e " ngah Q| R N . TV
piefEgy  Bngiafgn,  BREla3E  BRgiany BlaieNn  ARGIGES

g ®xNg *E & 2 AT ®P Efm il Qag SgmB ) B A RO Y,

A 2 : 3 - = ™ 1] § ] Sl -1
R, DULITE BT BEITE RAEISTE RO
c o ) , o Wanl IR RTC R R . Pt ¥ RO Ty 5 o L &)
i} He-o Az Yoo nog | w@ea® voo o e 8 "9
<y Eop 1T Hzg | 1oda 2a 9 oo T e

O 2 IR = HL d=z 2 1o or T e R

S SRR N Y ! ek RCM.H_{v Kmr:“lm@ E.,muw,.,,imu
TG M 3w Mo e ) MO Dty O e !

1 | FTa O 3O% N ¥ g ¥ M o3 PRV | bt j YRS R

05 ) g Ny | i ¥ , (- 3 s Y Y Lo i

O | 051 . 01 p | ! . 3 3 s 3T

. g IRGL | e , |

] T ] =1 — .

E,PPW“W_ 05 1 [+ E1 B9 B £ O %“12 05 b g

D1OLOO [E I A a VP Dyt LB e Bt Pl O |

SRR G O 10O B0 Dy (N By} B o B 1B Bt

Mo B0 () SRR ERS) Bl F B D I AT
_ & o) ok eg e (1[5 6] 1) Riob 0130 DYoL Dyt

_ ol 11 Bl 5166 D) DO
i o 5 m m 16 fx] t =] s}
i A ool

!



* PRED *WIND = . CCCN/LINK
* CONC * BRG x (PPM)
RECEPTOR ¥ (PPM) #(DEGY A B C D

L 9

___________ B e e e B e e S o e e e o cn = a2 e o e ot

RECPT 1 = 11 % 241 % 0.4 c.2 .4 0.1

REECET 2 % Q.7 % 225 £ (Q.E g.2 g.z J.4
MODEL RESULTS FOR FILE kats

e e = e el K i it s i sy o e i e i

RECPT 1 x LO x 241 % 0.4 0.2 0.3 ol

RECET 2 % 0.8 » 2Z5 » (.2 0.2 o] 01
MODEL RESULTE FCOR FILE ksts

* PRED *WIND x COCMN/LINK
% CONC * BRG x (PEM)
RZCEPTOR  # (DPM) #(DEGM A 2 c D
e e —— e ———— —————————
RECET 1 * 11 % 241 * 0.4 0.2 0.4 0l
RECET x 0.7 % 225 % 0.2 0.2 0.2 od
M RESIIL TILE

RECPT 1 = La * 241 % J.4 2.2 0.4 ol
RECPT 2 C.7 % 225 % 0.2 0.2 Q.2 0.1
MODIZL RESULTES FCOR FILE ka8

* PRED  #«WIND =
* CONC = BRG = {23

RECEFIOR  * (PEM) *({DEGyX A 3 c D
______ e et e i S ot ek i e e 2K i . i T s A ik . . A b e R 4R A ot o o o o . e
RECPT 1 x 10 % 209 = o1 c.4 c.2 0.4
RECEFT 2 =% .7 % 225 x 0.2 0.2 0.2 2
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SECTION 1
INTRGDUCTION

Section 21081.6 to the State of California Public Resources Code requires that a reporting or
monitoring program be adopted by a lead or responsible agency for each project where anm
environmental impact report has identified mitigation measures for significant environmental
effects. The program shall monitor the progress and subsequent completicn of adopted or
required changes necessary to mitigate or avoid the significant environmental effects of the
project. As a party to the Development Agreement for the Navy Broadway Complex Project, the
City of San Diego is the agency responsible for implementation of the mitigation monitoring
program under CEQA. A final environmental impact report was preparéd for this project and

addressed potential environmental impacts and, where appropriate, recommended measurss to

+

itigate these impacts. As such, a mitigation reporting or monitoring program is reguired to

ensure that adopted mitigation measures are implemented.

The Navy Broadway Complex is an existing facility in downtown San Diegs occupying 15,6 acres
bounded by Broadway cn the sorth, Harbor Drive on the west and south, and Pacific Highway
on the east. The proposed project is the redeveiopment of the Navy Broadway Compiex to
include up to 3.25 million squars fest of mixed uses, including Navy and commercial office space,

hotel, museum, and retzil space, and 300,000 sguare fest of above-grade parking.

1-1
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SECTION 2
PROGRAM MANAGEMENT

The mitigation moritoring plan (MMP) for the redevelopment of the Navy Broadway Complex
will be in place through all phases of the project, including design, construction, and cperation;’

Enforcement of the MMP will be the responsibiiity of the City of San Diego.
21 R RESPONS

The City of San Diego will be responsible for epsuring that the mitigation measures are
completed. In this role, the City will supervise the implementation of mitigation measures for the
design, construction, and operation of the Navy Broadway Complex Project and will be responsible
for the overall management of the MMP. The City will review the Reporting and Implementation
(R & I) Forms to ensure they are filled out correctly and that proper action is being taken to
comply with each measure. The City will also be responsibie for the filing and updating of the
R & T Forms during all phases of the project. If it is found that an adopied mitigaticn measure
is not being properly implemented, the City will require corrective actions to ensure adequate
implementation. Tae City of San Diego designates the Environmental Azalysis Secticn (EAS)
of the Planning Department as the primary group responsible {or moaitoring mitigation measures,
The EAS will work with other departments, such as the Engineering and Deveicpment (E&D)
and Building Inspection Departments (BID), which are responsible for ensuring compliance with
codes and permit conditions during project implemeniation. The respensibilities of the City of

San Diego (specifically the EAS) include the foilowing:

Jamk
.

An MMP R & 1 Form will be preparsd for sach potential significant impact and
its corresponding mitigation identified in the list of mitigation measures attached
hereto (Attachment A).

2.  Approopriate specialists will be ratained, as needed, to menitor specific mitigation
activities and provide appropriaie wriiten approvals to the Ciiy.

3. The City and/or an entity assigned by the City will approve, by Signaturs and dats,
~ the compleiion of cach acticn item that was identified on the MMP R & [ Form.

4, The City wili sign off all compieted MM? R & I Forms for an impact issue
requiring no further monitoring.

2-1
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3. If satisfactory progress on implementation of the mitigation measures is not
occurring, a letter will be sent to the project developer(s) with a deadline for
implementation. :

& The City will ensure that mitigation measures that require action on the part of
another agency (RWQCSEB, eic.) are properly implemented. ey

2-2
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SECTION 3
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM PROCEDURES

The policies and procedures for the MMP described herein are intended to provide focused, yet
flexible guidelines for monitoring the implementation of the mitigation measures discussed in the
FEIR and adopted by the City of San Diego. Attachment A lists and numbers each mitigation
measure adopied for the proposed project. Table A-1 correlates each measurs, by its assigned
number, to the specific phase of the project to which the measure applies. The thrse project

phases include design, construction, and operation.

An R & I form (see Attachment B) is prepared for each mitigation measure identified in
Attachment A. Each measure will be verified for compliance during the appiicable shase. Once
a verification of compliance is completed for each measure required during a specific phase, no

further action is necessary for that phase.
3.1 DESIGN PHASHKE C

During the design phase, appropnate drawings and specifications will be reviewed by the City of
San Diego to ensure all applicable adopted mitigation measures have been incorporated into the

project design. The City coordinates with affected agencies (e.g., U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency, Federal Aviation Administration, etc.) io ensure applicable ordinances and,standards for
construction are implemented. Comments on design documents are provided by the City to design
engineers and architects. R & I Forms are completed after the implementation of each

requirement.

3.2 CONSTRUCTION PHASE

Ceonsiructicn  activities are monitored af various consiruction checkpoints to ensure that
cepstruction cccurs in compliance with approved pians. Consiruction rmt'gavon activities ars

monitored by the City through E&D and BID. ‘

The Navy and/or construction contractors shall prepare a monthly list of mitigaticn measurss that
would be appiicabie to construction activities scheduled for the month, and shall submit the list
to EAS, BID, and E&D.

3-1
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33 OPERATIONAL PHASE

Once the project is completed and operating, the City continues to monitor the facility to verify
that the adopted operational mitigaticn measures are implemented. The frequency of the
monitoring is determined by the City. The City is responsible for ensuring correction of

noncompliznce situations throughout the operational phase of the project.

o

3-2
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SECTION 4
. DISPGSITION OF MONITGRING FORMS

All active and completed R & I Forms are kept in the MMP file with the Environmental Analysis
Section of the City of San Diego during the design, construction, and operation phases. Reporis

will be available from the City upon request at the following address:

City of San Diego
City Administration Building
202 "C" Street
San Diego, California 92101

d-1
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ATTACHMENT A
INVENTORY OF MITIGATION MEASURES



" INVENTORY OF MITIGATION MEASURES

Provided below is a listing of all mitigaticn measurss included in the EIR ard adopted as a

condition of project approval. The project developer and/cr the City of San Diego where noted

is responsible for completing all the mitigation measures, and the City of San Diego is responsiblg’

A

for ensuring that the measures are completed.

A.

Mitigation Measures to be Completed by the City of San Diego

1.

2.

Pacific/Grape: Pacific Highway currently provides three through lanes in each
direction and a southbound left-turn pocket. Grape Street has thres sastbound
tanes and an eastbound right-turn pocket and will be restriped and reconfigurated
to provide for a 4-lane section. These improvements would result in service level
D conditions under the long-term scenario and wiil be installed when the service

levels at this intersection exceed acceptable levels based on current traffic counts.

Broadway/Front: Broadway provides two through lanes in each direction and 2
westbound left-turn lane. Front Strest has three through lanes in the scuthbound
direction and will be restriped and reconfigurated to provide for 2 4-lane section.
These improvements would result in service level D conditions under the long-
term scenario and will be installed when the service leveis at this intersection

exceed acceptable levels based on current traffic counts.

adway/Pacific: Pacific Highway currently provides three through lanes in each
direction and a southbound left-turn lang. Broadway has two through lanes in
cach direction and a westbound left-turn lane. The improvements include
widening Pacific Highway and resiriping Broadway to provide additional turn
ianes in ail directions and wiil resuii in a level of service D condiiicns in the
iong-ierm scenaric. They wiil be instalied upon ipitiation of develepment of any

.

block on the Navy Sroadway Compiex. The improvements’ are summarized as

follows:

- Exclusive northbound and southtound left-tura lanes on Pacific Highway

at E, T, and G Streets

F3/06640C01.MIT



- Exclusive northbound right-turn and left-turn lanes on Broadway at '
Broadway and Pacific Highway .

- Exclusive eastbound right-turn and left-turn lanes cn Broadway at Pacific
Highway

- Second westbound left-turn lane on Broadway at Pacific Highway

4. No {arbor Drive/Pacific Highwayv Connections: New C (or B) and E Sirests
(52 feet curb-tc-curb width each), I and G Streets (40 feet curb-to-curb width
each) wiil be constructed between North Harbor Drive and Pacific Highway, sach
with a traffic signal at Pacific Highway. Traffic signals will be instailed at the
intersection of E Street and North Harbor Drive, as well as a railroad crossing
on new E Street, across Pacific Highway, and across North Earbor Drive. The
EIR outlines a phasing plan which requires that associated mitigation measures

be implemented in conjunction with the develoepment of block(s) on the project

site.
S. Harhcr/Broadway: Traffic signals at the intersection of Harbor Drive and the

new connection to Harbor Drive north of Broadway will be installed to ajleviate
traffic impacts that result from the redirection of iraffic around the proposed
open space area. Improvements to this intersection will be installed upon

completion of the open space area at the foot of Broadway.

6.  First Avenue: First Avenue will be restriped and reconfigurated to provide for
a 4-lane section. This improvement will be implemented when roadway volumes

on this segment exceed acceptable levels based cn current traffic counts.

=1

Pacific Highway: Pacific Highway will be widened to mitigate future roadway
conditions and long this corridor. The improvement will be installed in a phased
manner upon development of individual blocks in the Navy Broadway Complex,

as cutlined in the phasing plan in the EIR. at

JB/0664CG061.MIT



B. The Following Mitigation Measure is the Responsibility of the Navy

8. The Navy will record Buildings 1 and 12 pursuant io Section 1iG(b) of the
National Historic Preservation Act and will overses excavations to ensure that

no significant archaeclogy is inadvertently lcst. -

C. The Following Mitigation Measures are the Responsibility of the Project Developer
9. Long-Term Travel Demand Management. Program: A TDM program will

be implemented to reduce the number of vehicular trips, thereby reducing
associated traffic impacts, parking needs, and effects to air quality. The adopted

TDM program will be implemented prior to the occupancy of any uses and will

retail worlkers to commute by a mode other than a single-occupied vehicle. This

program will inciude one or more of the following or other appropriate measures:

- Cuosite transit amenities

- ransit pass sale and information area

- Coordination of a rideshare maiching system

- Preferential carpool and/or vanpool parking

- Chsite bike lockers

- Development of pedestrian corridors to transit stops/stations
- Shared parking arrangement through mix of land uses

10. A schooi facilities fee shall be paid in an amount established in accordance with

California Government Code Section 53080, 53080.1, and 65995.

11 The existing 15-inch diameter mains locited in Pacific Highway and in Marilzt
Street will be upgraded, in ccordination with the City of San Diego, to a capacity
sufficient to serve future onsite development, as well as future upsiream and
tributary developments that would be linked to them. As recommended in 2
sewer pipeline capacity analysis, 1,800 linear feet of sewer line will be replaced
from the intersection of Pacific Highway and E Sirest to the intersection of
Marke: Sireet and Kettner Bouievard. The sewer line will be constructed upon

demand for a new line, as crzated by the project.
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12.

13.

14.

13.

16.

18.

An erosion contrcl plan will be implemented during construction of new
structures. The plan will be prepared by the project developer and subrmitted to
the City of San Diego for approval prior to the initiation of construction. Major

componezts of the plan would include (but not be limited tc) the following:

,.!;,_‘

- Regular watering of exposed soil.

- Hydroseeding of large (1.acre-plus) arsas of exposed soils that will remain.
‘exposed and undisturbed by construction for 3 or more months at a time.

- Draining any areas where ponding occurs.

- Placing sandbags in gutters and near storm drains wherever construction
activities cccur. '

Fugitive dust wiil be contrelled by regular watering as required by the San Diego
Air Pollution Contrel District (SDAPCD) and through ercsion control and street
washing to reduce dirt spillage onto traveled roadways near the construction site.

Tais measure will be required to be included in construction doccuments.

Construction activities will be conducted in compliance with the coestruction

noise requirements of the San Diege Municipal Code (Sectcn 59.5.0404).

Prior to the issuance of building permits, building plan specifications for hote?
structures will be reviewed by an acoustical engineer to determine whether sound

attenuation measures satisfy the-interior noise standard of 45 dB CNEL.

The private uses on the Navy- Broadway*Complex project will be designed and

copstructed in accordance with Title 24 of the California Adminisirative Code.

A lcoped 12 k¥ system will be constructed in phases 0 provide adequate

electricity to the various individual structures within the Navy Broadway Complex.
#f

If any underground storage tanks on the site are found to be leaking, such leaks
will be cleaned up in accordance with the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA) and any oiher applicable state or City of San Diego regulations,

with ciean up being initiated upon discovery of any leaks.

A4
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19.

20.

24.

if evidence of hazardous materials contamination is discovered, the EPA will be
gromptly notiffed and ail applicable requiremenis of the Comprehensive
Emergency Response Compensation and Liability Act and the Superfund
Amendment and Reautherization Act (CERCLA/SARA) and the National
Contingency Plan (NCP) will be complied with.

If CERCLA hazardous substances are discovered, no constructicn will oecur until
the requirements of CERCLA/SARA and the NCP have been fully satisfied.
CERCLA/SARA/NCP activities would take priority over new constructicn uatii
CERCLA/SARA compliancs has been achieved. _

Prior to construction, the area beneath Building 8 will be further investigated for
the presence of hazardous materials in the soils. If any contaminated soils are

found, they will be cleaned up in accordance with EPA regulations.

The fuid in transformers and other electricai units will be tested prior to onsite
comstruction to determine the presence of PCBs. If PCRBs are found, the fluid

znd the units will be disposed of at an approved wasie disposal facilisy.

The soil in the vicinity of the forklift maintenance area at Building 106 will be
tested for acidity prior to development in this arsa. If the pH of the soil is less

than 5, the pH will be adjusted so that it is greater than 5.
The oily residue-stained soil and paving materials in the vicinities of Buildings 7
and 106 will be removed pursuant io EPA requirements prior to development

in this area and disposed of in an approved disposal facility.

Demolition of buildings containing asbestos on the Navy Brogdway Complex will

- be conductad in compliance with all applicabie reguiations. Asbestos-coniaining

maierials will be disposed of in a landfill or other facility permitted to accept such

waste.

A5
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26.

27.

29.

30.

31

32

Authorization to temporarily discharge dewatering waste during project
construction will be obtained from the executive officer of the Regional Water
Quality Control Board under NPDES CA(108707.

Water conservation measures will be installed in all buidings, including low*
flow shower and faucet fixtures. Drought-tolerant lapdscaping will be used

except where grass-intensive uses (such as open space areas) are located.

Receptacles will be provided within each building to allow for the separation of
all recyclable paper material. The lease for each buiiding will require that white
paper and computer paper recycling receptacles are provided,; and that the lessee
will participate to the maximum extent applicable in any local E}fdinance—

implemented recycling program for other recyclabie materials.
No mirrored glass will be used in new buildings.

Buildings on Block 1 and the easterly halves of Blocks 2 and 3 will be red

cbstruction lighted in accordance with the provisions of FAA Advisory Circular

AL 7077466-1G, Obstruction Marking and Lighting.

All new buiidings will be designed in accerdance with established criteria for UBC
Seismic Zone 4.

The remedial measures for fault surface rupture, seismic groundshaking, and
liqguefaction outlined in "Additional Geologic, Seismic, and Geotechnical Studies,
Navy Broadway Complex, San Diego, California," prepared by Woodward-Clyde
Consultants (dated September 5, 1990) shall be considered in the design and

consiruction of all new buildings.

af
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TABLE A-1

APPLICABLE PROJECT PHASES FOR
IMPLEMENTING PROJECT MITIGATION

Design Construction Oneration

1 X
2 X
3 X

4 7

5 X

) X
7 :

8 X X

9 X
HY X
i1 X X

12 X

13 X

14 X

15 X

16 X

17 X

13 X

19 X S
20 X

21 X

A-T
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TABLE A-1 (continued)

Design Lonstruction : Operation

2 X

23 X -
24 X

25 X

26 X

27 X - X

28 X

29 X X

30 X. X

31 X X

32 X X

Note: Compliance is verified through receipt of a mitigation moeritoring program Reporting and
Implementation Form. The form shall indicate no further action is required pricr to
verifying compliance.

Source:  Michael Brandman Associates 1590.

TB/06640001.MIT



ATTACHMENT B

MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
REPORTING AND IMPLEMENTATION FORM



BROADWAY COMPLEX
MITIGATION MONITORING PROGRAM
REPORTING AND IMPLEMENTATION FCRM

Mitigation Measure (from Attachment A): #

Location: Onsite Offsite

Project Phase: Design Construction Operaticn

Description of Activity/Method of Implementation:

Disposition: Mitigation measure for the above-noted project phase implemented
and fully complied with. No further action is required.

Mitigation measure for the above-noted project phase is not fully
implemented. Further action required. (Please explain below)

The mitigation measure for the above-ncted project phase is pot
in compliance. Further action required. (Please explain below}

Comments:
Compietes by: Name: - ' Approved by: Name:
Title: Title
. Date; ‘ Datar

B-1
JB/06640001.MIT



Navy Broadway Complex — Appeal of Environmental Determination — Marina and Columbia Sub Areas of the
Centre City Redevelopment Project —- PUBLIC HEARING

u 1. CERTIFICATE NUMBER 2 2
; ©EQUEST FOR COUNCIL ACTION (for autlitor's use only) 325
. . CITY OF SAN DIEGO / /r’/{p
’
TO: G0160Y 2. FROM: (ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT) 3. DATE
CITY ATTORNEY CENTRE CITY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION September 26, 2007
4. SUBJECT:

5. Primary Contact {Name, Phone & Mail Sta.)
Eli Sanchez, Senior Project Manager —
Real Estate, (619) 533-7121, MS 31D

6. Secondary Contact (Name, Phone & Mail Sta)) | 7. Check BOX if REPORT TO COUNCIL IS X
ATTACHED

8. COMPLETE FOR ACCOUNTING PURPOSES
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ORGANIZATION
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JOB ORDER

C.L.P. NUMBER
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9. ADDITIONL INFORMATION/ESTIMATED COST:
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—
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/
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Project Manager
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Deputy Chicf
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11a. STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS:
That the San Die%o City Council:

. Dény-gpi)}‘f': S }+ the San Diego Navy Broadway Complex Coalition and Katheryn Rhodes and Conrad

Hartsell, MD; :
¢ Uphold the environmental determination that no additional environmental review is necessary for the
proposed Navy Broadway Complex project; and
e Make an express finding that the information submitted by the appellants does not constitute substantial
“evidence of substantial changes in the project or the circumstances under which the project is undertaken, or

new information of substantial importance concerning the project, that would suggest the project will result
in new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identified

significant effects.

12. SPECIAL CONDITIONS (REFER TO AR, 3.20 FOR INFORMATION ON COMPLETING THIS SECTION.)

COUNCIL DISTRICT(S): 2
Community Planning Area(s): N/A ;
Environmental Impact: On July 25, 2007 the CCDC Board adopted findings that the Superseding Master Plan and Basic

Concept Schematic Drawings are consistent with the Design Guidelines, subject to recommended conditions. The Board also
adopted findings that the Development Services Department California Environmental Quality Act Consistency Analysis
continues to be adequate with respect to the Superseding Master Plan and that, pursuant to Public Resources Code section
21166, no Subsequent or Supplemental Environmental Impact Report is required for the project. The item before the City
Council is an action to deny or grant two appeals of the environmental determination made by CCDC on July 25, 2007.

HOUSING IMPACT: N/A

Other Issues: N/A _
City Clerk Instruction: Please send copies of the resolution(s} to Lori Young, MS 51D and Project Manager, MS 51D

RA-IST2 (REV. 106)
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY SHEET

DATE REPORT ISSUED:  October 31, 2007 REPORT NO. CCDC-07-20

ATTENTION: Council President and City Council
Docket of November 6, 2007

ORIGINATING DEPT.: Centre City Development Corporation

SUBJECT: Navy Broadway Complex — Appeal of Environmental
Determination -- Marina and Columbia Sub Areas of the Centre
City Redevelopment Project - PUBLIC HEARING

COUNCIL DISTRICT: Two (2)

STAFF CONTACT: Eli Sanchez, Senior Project Manager — Real Estate - 619-533-7121

REQUESTED ACTION:

San Diego City Council denial of the appeals thereby upholding CCDC’s determination that no
additional environmental review is necessary for the proposed Navy Broadway Complex project.
Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code, § 21000 et
seq.), the City Council certified an Environmental Impact Report (EIR)/Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for this project on October, 20, 1992 (“1992 Final EIR/EIS”). The project is
located within the Centre City/Downtown Community Planning Area.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:
The only issue before the City Council is the appeal of the environmental findings (collectively
the “environmental determination™) made by CCDC on July 25, 2007 that:

1. Based on all the information in the record DSD’s October 19, 2006 CEQA Consistency
Analysis for the Master Plan for the NBC project (Attachment A) continues to be
adequate with respect to the most recent Superseding Master Plan for that project;

2. No Subsequent or Supplemental EIR is required for the NBC project because no
substantial changes have been proposed to the project that will require major revision to
previous EIRs, no substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances
under which the NBC project is now being undertaken, and no information, which was
not known and could not have been known at the time the 1992 Final EIR/EIS, the 1992
Final Master EIR for the Centre City Redevelopment Project, the 1999 Final Subsequent
EIR for the Ballpark and Ancillary Development Projects, the 2000 North Embarcadero
Visionary Plan EIR, and the 2006 Downtown Community Plan Final EIR were certified
as complete, has become available.

FISCAL CONSIDERATIONS: None




Council President and City Council
Docket of November 6, 2007
Page 2

IR A K
i U v
CE&I’&}R&E CITY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION RECOMMENDATION:

On July 25, 2007, the CCDC Board adopted findings that the Superseding Master Plan and Phase
I Buildings Basic Concept/Schematic Drawings are consistent with the Design Guidelines,
subject to recommended conditions. (Resolutions 2007-1 through 2007-5 (executed July 25,
2007).) At that same time the Board readopted the DSD CEQA Consistency Analysis prepared
for the First Master Plan, finding that the DSD’s analysis continues to be adequate with respect
to the Superseding Master Plan and Phase I Buildings. Based on the DSD CEQA Consistency
Analysis and the supplemental material provided by CCDC Staff, including the Initial Study, the
Board adopted findings that under CEQA section 21166, a Subsequent or Supplemental EIR
need not be prepared for the NBC project.

Respectfully submitted, : Concutred by:

28 S). 0 k.
Eli Sanchez Nancy 7 Graham
Senior Project Manager President

L

Brad S. Richter
Current Planning Manager
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GODWARD KRONISH £

October 26, 2007 Steven M, Strauss

T: (858) 550-6006

By HAND DELIVERY sms@cooley.com

Council President Peters and Members of the San Diego City Council
CITY OF SAN DIEGO

202 C Street, 10th Floor

San Diego, CA 92101

Re: Navy Broadway Complex Project: Appeal of
Environmental Determination Under CEQA

" Dear Council President and Members of the City Council:

We write on behalf of Manchester Pacific Gateway LLC (“Manchester”) regarding the July 25,
2007 Centre City Development Corporation (‘CCDC") consistency determination that no
additional environmental review of the Navy Broadway Complex Project (the *NBC Project’) is
necessary for full compliance with California’s Environmental Quality Act (*CEQA") (the
‘environmental determination”). We urge you to uphold CCDC's environmental determination.

On November 6, 2007, the Council will be asked to consider two appeals’ challenging CCDC's
environmental determination. The only issue presented by these appeals is whether
subsequent or supplemental environmental review is required for the NBC Project under CEQA
California Public Resources Code section 21166 (“Section 21166”). This is the same issue
considered and determined by the Council on January 9, 2007, and there is no reason to depart
from that determination.

The appeals do not present the Council with any evidence to support a finding setting aside
CCDC’s environmenta! determination. Nothing about the NBC Project, or its surrounding
circumstances, has changed substantially since January 9, 2007. And, the appeals do not offer
any new information of substantial importance to the NBC Project that was not presented to the
Council on January 9, 2007. As a result, the Council must again uphold CCDC's environmental
determination and find that additional envirgnmental review of the NBC Project is not necessary.

l. THE CouNcIiL HAS ALREADY DETERMINED THAT ADDITIONAL REviEw OF THE NBC
PROJECT Is NOT REQUIRED UNDER CEQA SECTION 21166.

On January 9, 2007, the Council considered two appeals® challenging CCDC’s October 25,
2006 environmental determination that additional environmental review of the NBC Project (as
delineated in the first Master Plan submitted by Manchester in May 2006) is not necessary.

' One appeal is by Briggs Law Corporation on behalf of San Diego Navy Broadway Complex Coalition dated August
1, 2007. The second is by Katheryn Rhodes and Conrad Hartseli, M.D. dated August 6, 2007,

* One appeal was filed by lan Trowbridge, a member of the San Diego Navy Broadway Complex Coalition, on
November 8, 2006. The second was filed by Katheryn Rhodes and Conrad Hartsell, M.D. on November 3, 2008.

4401 EASTGATE MALL SAN DIEGO CA 92121 T: (858) 550-8000 F: (858) 550-6420 WWW.COOLEY.COM
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Council President and Members of the San
Diego City Council

October 26, 2007

Page Two

CCDC’s October 25 2006 environmental determination adopted the Department of
Development Services (‘DSD") October 16, 2006 CEQA Consistency Analysis for the Navy
Broadway Complex (the “DSD CEQA Consistency Analysis™). After a public hearing on January
9, 2007, the Council upheld CCDC’s and DSD’s analysis under CEQA, and determined that
supplemental environmental review of the NBC Project is not required under Section 21166
because:

» The NBC Project was adequately considered by prior environmental documents,
including the 1992 Final NBC Project EIR and Environmental Impact Statement (“EIS”)
(collectively the “Final NBC EIR/EIS"), the 1992 Final Master EIR for the Centre City
Redevelopment Project, the 1999 Final Subsequent EIR for the Ballpark and Ancillary
Development Projects, the 2000 North Embarcadero Visionary Plan EIR, and the 2006
Downtown Community Plan Final EIR;

» No substantial changes have been proposed to the NBC Project that will require
major revisions to the Final NBC EIR/EIS;

* No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances
surrounding the NBC Project that will require major revisions to the Final NBC
EIR/EIS; and

+ No new information of substantial importance to the NBC Project, which was not
known and could not have been known at the time the prior EIRs were certified as
complete, has become available.

Since January 9, 2007, Manchester submitted a revised Master Pian to CCDC for approval on
July 2, 2007 (the “Revised Master Plan”). The Revised Master Plan is substantially similar to
the first Master Plan both in terms of use and intensity, and in terms of its environmental
consequences. On July 25, 2007, CCDC approved the Revised Master Plan for consistency
under the Development Agreement, and again determined that no additional environmental
review of the NBC Project is required.

Specifically, CCDC found that because the proposed NBC Project under the Revised Master
Plan is substantially similar to that approved under the first Master Plan in terms of
environmental consequences, the prior environmental analysis by DSD continues to be valid,
relevant and applicable to the Revised Master Plan. Indeed, circumstances of the surrounding
environment have not substantially changed since the CEQA analysis was upheld by the
Council in January 2007, and only minor differences exist between the first Master Plan and the
Revised Master Plan. Accordingly, CCDC (1) readopted the DSD CEQA Consistency Analysis
(as upheld by the Council on January 9, 2007}, (2) found that DSD’s analysis continues to be
valid, adequate and applicabie with respect to the Revised Master Plan, and (3) concluded that
additional environmental review is not required under Section 21166.
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Page Three

1. THE COUNCIL SHOULD AcAIN UPHOLD CCDC’S ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION UNDER
CEQA SECTION 21166.

Section 21166 embodies a strong presumption against subsequent or suppiemental
environmental review where an Environmental Impact Report (“EIR"} has been certified and
CEQA's role in the project approval process is complete. (River Valley Pres. Project v. Metro.
Transit Dev. Bd., 37 Cal. App. 4th 154, 166-68 (1995).)

Specifically, Section 21166 provides that once an EIR has been certified, no subsequent or
supplemental EIR shall be required, unless one or more of the following “triggering
conditions” occur:

» Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major revisions
of the environmental impact report.

o Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the
project is being undertaken which will require major revisions in the environmental
impact report.

» New information of substantial importance to the project, which was not known and
could not have been known at the time the environmental impact report was certified as
complete, becomes available.

CAL. PUB. RES. CODE § 21166 (emphasis added); see also 14 CaL. CODE REGS § 15162{a).

Here, the NBC Project was adequately analyzed under CEQA and the National Environmental
Protection Act (“NEPA"), and the City certified the Final NBC EIR/EIS in 1932. Thus, as a
matter of law, CEQA’s role in the review of the NBC Project is complete unless there is
substantial evidence shown to rebut the strong presumption against additional review under
Section 21166,

The only issue for the Council on November 8, 2007, is to determine whether the two appeals to
CCDC’s environmental determination have offered substantial evidence to support a finding
that subsequent or supplemental review of the NBC Project (as delineated in the Revised
Master Plan) is required under Section 21166.°> They have not. The appeals do not present
any evidence to support a finding that a triggering condition under Section 21166 has occurred.
To date, the appellants have not provided the Council with anything reievant to the NBC Project
other than form appeals stating a conclusory challenge to CCDC's environmental
determination. Thus, there is nothing before the Council that would support a finding that an
exception to the strong presumption against further environmental review exists.

® Although it will not raise the issue at the November 6, 2007 hearing, Manchester reserves the right to argue that
CCDC’s July 25, 2007 determination is not a “discretionary act” as defined by California Public Resources Code
section 21080(a) and, as a result, is not governed by CEQA and does not trigger a Section 21166 analysis.
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Page Four

Because the appeals do not present any evidence in support of their contentions, Manchester
submits that the appellants have not, either individually or collectively, presented sufficient
information or evidence to warrant the Council’s review or exhaust their administrative remedies
with respect to the substantive issues identified in the form appeals.

To the extent that the Council elects to entertain the substantive issues identified in the form
appeals, Manchester is prepared to address those issues with Council at or before the
November 6, 2007 hearing. By this letter, Manchester specifically addresses the appellants’
concerns regarding geology and seismicity.

Geology And Seismicity

Both the Final NBC EIR/EIS and the 2006 Downtown Community Plan EIR {which assumes
buiidout of the NBC Project) analyze seismic hazards in detail and provide for adequate
mitigation. Any impacts that relate to geology and seismic hazards will be adequately mitigated
to a level of insignificance by compliance with contemporary building and safety codes, and
regulations enforced by Federal, State and local agencies.

Manchester's development of the NBC site is required under the NBC Project Development
Agreement and the Real Estate Ground Lease For Broadway Complex, Lease No.
N6247307RP07P24 (the “Ground Llease”), to comply with all seismic design and
development requirements in applicable Federal, State and local building codes and
regulations. .(See Development Agreement §§ 5.3, 5.6; Ground Lease § 13.1.) These codes
and regulations include design and construction standards in conformance with Federal building
codes (specifically, the International Building Code), the San Diego Municipal Code, and the
Uniform Building Code. (See 1992 Final NBC EIR/EIS at 4-147; 2006 Downtown Community
Plan Final EIR at § 4.5.4.4, 5.5-5.9.) According to both the Final NBC EIR/EIS and the 2006
Downtown Community Plan EIR, enforcement of such codes and regulations will minimize
earthquake-related risks to a level of insignificance.

Consistent with its commitment under the Development Agreement and Ground Lease,
Manchester will comply with all applicable Federal, State and local requirements for
development of the NBC Project under the Revised Master Plan. To be more specific, the
proposed development of the non-Navy buildings will require Manchester to obtain building
permits and comply with the applicable sections of the San Diego Municipal Code. For
example, San Diego Municipal Code section 145.0203 states, “{w]hen required, a report of the
geologic investigation shall be submitted to the Building Official. When geologic hazards are
identified, the report shall contain appropriate recommendations for mitigation of the hazards,
and these recommendations shall be incorporated in the design of the project before issuance
of a Building Permit. No Building Permit shall be issued for construction where the geologic
investigation establishes that construction of buildings or structures would be unsafe because of
the geologic hazards.” Prior to obtaining grading or building permits, Manchester will have to
comply with this section and all applicable sections of the San Diege Municipal Cede.
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Page Five

Similarty, Manchester will comply with all applicable federal site planning, seismic design and
construction standards for the construction of the Navy Administrative building, which includes
compliance with the International Building Code.

Manchester has submitted to CCDC and DSD a valid fault investigation for Phase | of the NBC
Project (the GEOCON, Geotechnical and Geologic Fault Investigation dated July 12, 2006), and
Manchester will provide additional geological reports as required by applicable Federal, State
and local requirements. '

The appellants’ unsupported public accusation that Manchester's development is somehow
immune from seismic safety and development requirements is absurd. Manchester is expressly
obligated under the Development Agreement and the Ground Lease to comply with all
applicable Federal, State and local building permitting and seismic design standards.
Manchester will absolutely comply with its legal and contractua! obligations.

The Manchester Pacific Gateway NBC Project is an exciting once-in-a-century opportunity for
the City that will provide extraordinary and significant community benefits for generations of San
Diegans and the City's guests. We urge the Council to again support this landmark
development and uphold CCDC's environmental determination under CEQA Section 21166.

Sincerely,

(Fo)

Ste M. Strauss

cc: Papa Doug Manchester
Perry M. Dealy, President, Manchester Development
Nancy Graham, President, Centre City Development Corporation
Huston Cariyle, Chief Deputy City Attorney

560879 v3/SD
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Andrew Sefkow 07 ocr 2 rice
10696 Haven Brook Place 4 Ak L
San Diego, CA 92130 SAN DIEG o
Tel - 858 509 8170 0. CaLye
Email — asefkow@yahoo.com )

Mayor and City Countil
Attn: City Clerk

City Administration Building
202 C Street M/S 2A

San Diego, CA 92101-3862

RE: NAVY BROADWAY COMPLEX
Dear Mayor and City Council,

I am writing to voice my opposition to the current plans for the Navy Broadway Complex.
I am a native San Diegan, and do not want to see yet another permanent mistake in our
City’s design.

The bottom line is this: the entire site should be open space. I am willing to pay my
share of City taxes to make this happen. The people of San Diego do not want more self-
serving hotels for Mr. Manchester. The proposed hotels and office buildings block off the
waterfront, even with the recent changes.

What we need is a communal space that will be there forever. A gathering place for
parades, marathons, concerts, picnics, etc. Think about Chicago and Vancouver and San
Francisco.

San Francisco turned the Presidio into a National Park. They have the Marina Green and

Crissy Field right on the water -- broad open bayfront green spaces. Chicago has
wonderful lakefront open spaces. 'We have none of that, only hotels and more hotels.

Please do not put any commercial development between Harbor Dr and Pacific Highway.

* Let's have open public green space, plazas, etc. We have an incredible opportunity here.

Let's not do "more of the same" for Mr Manchester.
No hotels, no office buildings.

How about the CITY OF SAN DIEGO pay the $100 million to build a HQ for the Navy
clsewhere, perhaps closer to 32nd street? Then we can own the Navy Broadway Complex
and build what we want - a big open space for the citizens of San Diego. Put this on the
ballot. People will vote for it.

T veryymuch,




October 4, 2007
€©010621
City of San Diego

202 C Street

San Diego, California 92101

Subject: Landsliding at Soledad Mountain Road and Desert View Drive and the Relationship to the
Navy Broadway Complex.

Dear City of San Diego:

The following is background information regarding the Rose Canyon Fault Zone and Geology in the vicinity of
the current landslide at Soledad Mountain Road and Desert View Drive. As shown below, there were 47
recorded earthquakes near San Diego in a two week period in early September 2007, with a maximum
Magnitude of 4.0., and 3 recorded earthquakes in a two day period this week, with a maxtimum Magnitude of
3.0 This amount of seismic activity is not normal for the San Diego region. hup://www.data.scec.org/recenteqs.html ()

Also attached is a digital copy of the USGS Geology Map of the San Diego Quadrangle.
http://www laplayaheritage.com/Documents/CALIFORNIA%20-%20UNITED%20STATES/sandiego_map2_ai9.pdf @

The maps show the Ardath Shale (Ta) formation in pink. The Ardath Shale is prone to landslides. Also shown
are traces of the active Rose Canyon Fault Zone (RCFZ) in black. As can be seen on the map, there were
already documented landslides in the area of Desert View Drive and Soledad Mountain Road before any of the
current landslide movement took place. There are also many documented fault traces in the vicinity.

Hopefully, now you will realize that the Rose Canyon Fault Zone (RCFZ) is active and is currently moving
now. During a Council Meeting in January 2007, a City Council member stated that we do not have to be
concerned with the active Rose Canyon Fault Zone because it has not moved since the prehistoric time of the
dinasours. Again, hopefully this is a wake-up call that not all sites should be built upon due to inherent geologic
features that can cause catastrophic failure resulting in loss of life and property. This is a basic Health and
Safety issue. ‘

This natural geologic incident can be related to the Navy Broadway Complex project that will be coming before
the City Council on October 16, 2007. Both areas are in the path of the active Rose Canyon Fault Zone and
geologic studies are needed before construction starts. The City of San Diego Design Guidelines and
Information Bulletin requires a fault investigation be conducted on liquefiable soils before plans are to be
looked at. CCDC has not only looked at the plan, but has approved the Master Plan without a valid fault
investigation, This is irresponsible behavior on the part of the City which should be protecting its citizens from
physical and financical harm. Both the Navy and Manchester Financial have stated that since the Navy
Broadway Complex is on Federal land, they will not turn in a valid fault investigation or receive Building
Permits from the City of San Diego before construction starts. October 16, 2007 will be your last chance to
require Manchester Financial to turn in a valid fault investigation before construction starts. If you do not hold
Manchester’s feet to the fire, you will be personally responsible for possible deaths from surface rupture of the
Coronado fault of the Rose Canyon Fault Zone. Also, because the original EIR was conducted by the Navy,
both the Navy and Manchester have to pay for any additional environmental studies for the new EIR. The City
of San Diego and CCDC will not have to spend any money conducting the required studies. We hope this
information will help you make the right decision to require a subsequent EIR in less than two weeks.

Regards,

Katheryn Rhodes and Conrad Hartsell, M.D.

371 San Fernando Street, San Diego, California 92106
rhodes@laplayaheritage.com 619-523-4350



http://www.data.scec.org/recenleqs.html
http://www.1aplayaheritage.com/Pocumeiits/CALIFORNlA%20-%20UNITED%20STATES/sandiego

October 4 007

Yhis weg( ‘&ré" were 3 recorded earthquakes near the active Rose Canyon Fault Zone with
Magnitudes of up to 3.0. http://www.data.scec.org/recenteqs.html
2.3 2007/10/01 15:42:07 32.765N 117.342W 12.0 8 km ( 5 mi) W of Mission Beach, C
1.6 2007/09/30 14:45:01 32.779N 117.320W 9.2 6 km ( 4 mi) W of Mission Beach, CA
3.0 2007/09/30 02:14:53 32.697N 117.130W 10.4 4 km ( 2 mi) ESE of San Diego, CA

Do not have information for dates ranges from 09/12/2007 to 09/27/2007

During a two week period in early September 2007, there were 47 earthquakes recorded near the
active Rose Canyon Fault Zone with Magnitudes of up to 4.0.

1.8 2007/09/12 03:19:24 32.775N 117.335W 9.7 5 mi W of Mission Beach
2.52007/09/12 01:11:35 32.769N 117.338W 9.9 5 mi W of Mission Beach
2.7 2007/09/12 00:37:37 32.767N 117.345W 10.3 5 mi W of Mission Beach
1.2 2007/09/11 00:10:13 32. 771N 117.328W 10.5 4 mi W of Mission Beach
2.3 2007/09/10 23:36:30 32.771N 117.322W 9.7 4 mi W of Mission Beach
2.22007/09/10 22:13:15 32.765N 117.349W 10.6 6 mi W of Mission Beach
1.6 2007/09/10 17:14:35 32. 770N 117.319W 10.4 4 mi W of Mission Beach
2.3 2007/09/10 16:23:32 32.77IN 117.326W 10.3 4 mi W of Mission Beach

2.0 2007/09/09 21:35:26 32.761N 117.342W 10.7 5 mi WSW of Mission Beach These lirks

1.7 2007/09/09 18:03:41 32.773N 117.322W 9.1 4 mi W of Mission Beach returned oo

2.0 2007/09/09 12:35:20 32.768N 117.329W 10.4 4 mi W of Mission Beach Mmessage (see

2.1 2007/09/09 10:08:32 32.785N 117.324W 6.0 4 mi W of Mission Beach bel 0“-‘) and sO cl
1.6 2007/09/09 10:08:31 32.77IN 117.324W 11.3 4 mi W of Mission Beach are not «

1.7 2007/09/09 09:02:03 32.781N 117.319W 5.6 4 mi W of Mission Beach . here.

1.9 2007/09/09 08:14:55 32.769N 117.333W 9.7 5 mi W of Mission Beach Unable to open

1.9 2007/09/09 08:12:57 32.772N 117.329W 9.1 4 mi W of Mission Beach htp / Www

1.7 2007/09/09 08:09:22 32.774N 117.323W 8.7 4 mi W of Mission Beach P ,

1.5 2007/09/09 07:26:37 32.767N 117.347W 5.5 S mi W of Mission Beach dote. . scec .0 /
1.7 2007/09/09 07:26:37 32.773N 117.338W 9.2 5 mi W of Mission Beach

1.3 2007/09/09 07:12:31 32.774N 117.331W 5.6 5 mi W of Mission Beach Fecen+cc;_5 / Quakes;
1.4 2007/09/09 07:10:16 32.764N 117.340W 9.9 5 mi W of Mission Beach c {02 7930L. hmi
1.6 2007/09/09 07:08:29 32.773N 117.323W 8.5 4 mi W of Mission Beach A

2.8 2007/09/09 06:40:12 32,760N 117.343W 11.6 § mi WSW of Mission Beach The Tntermet -ij\f fe
2.1 2007/09/09 06:21:20 32.770N 117.323W 9.4 4 mi W of Mission Beach reports thed The
3.8 2007/09/09 06:11:49 32.770N 117.325W 11.1 4 mi W of Mission Beach item you regoest
1.8 2007/09/08 19:00:50 32.767N 117.349W 10.4 6 mi W of Mission Beach d d + f)
2.2 2007/09/08 19:00:49 32.788N 117.407W 5.9 9 mi W of Mission Beach €d covld not be
2.2 2007/09/08 18:48:12 32.760N 117.344W 10.7 5 mi WSW of Mission Beach found . ¢4 TTR/LO
2.8 2007/09/07 14:47:32 32.773N 117.329W 10.8 4 mi W of Mission Beach qu) I

3.2 2007/09/07 12:10:16 32.773N 117.329W 11.1 4 mi W of Mission Beach

2.0 2007/09/06 23:18:41 32.763N 117.353W 12.3 6 mi W of Mission Beach _

1.3 2007/09/05 00:33:00 3 mi ESE of La Jolla — C“:é Clerks

1.8 2007/09/04 23:40:21 5 mi W of Mission Beach O <&

1.9 2007/09/04 22:11:12 5 mi W of Mission Beach
2.3 2007/09/04 21:24:42 4 mi W of Mission Beach
2.4 2007/09/04 21:20:31 4 mi W of Mission Beach
2.2 2007/09/04 14:01:23 6 mi WSW of Mission Beach
2.4 2007/09/04 13:41:14 5 mi W of Mission Beach
1.7 2007/09/04 08:06:02 8 mi W of Mission Beach
4.0 2007/09/04 07:47:59 5 mi W of Mission Beach
1.4 2007/09/03 11:08:19 3 mi WNW of Mission Beach
1.9 2007/09/02 14:20:30 4 mi W of Mission Beach
1.4 2007/09/02 05:12:44 4 mi W of Mission Beach
2.7 2007/08/30 14:36:44 5 mi W of Mission Beach
1.8 2007/08/30 14:36:05 5 mi W of Mission Beach
1.6 2007/08/30 07:44:46 5 mi W of Mission Beach
3.4 2007/08/30 02:53:08 5 mi W of Mission Beach


http://www.data.scec.org/recenteqs.html
http://scec.org/

Gou »62 Bvww laplavaheritage.com/Documents/CALIFORNIA %20-
- —gO0UNITED%20STATES/sandiego map2 ai9.pdf

Geologic Map of the San Diego Quadrangle 30’ x 60°, USGS, 2005

The area in pink is the Ardath Shale formation (Ta).
The black lines are faults in the active Rose Canyon Fault Zone (RCFZ)
Existing Landslides are shown on Desert View Drive at Soledad Mountain Road
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~Data Sources:

Northern California - USGS = .S, Geological Survey, Menlo Park
Northern California - UCB = University of California, Berkeley
Southern California - USGS = U5, Geological Survey, Pasadena
Southern California - Caltech = Californiy_institute of Technology
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Nevada - UNR = University of Nevada, Reng
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...all members of the Advanced Nationa! Seismic System (ANSS)
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Recent Earthquakes in California and Nevada - Index Map

C "'3 1 O ! Barthguakes_elsewhere in_the U.5, and aroynd_the world
J 1, 2 9 Other_sites for this_eq info || Other earthquake sites || Credits

Northern California - USGS = U.5, Geological Survey, Menlp Park
Northern California - UCB = University of California, Berkeley
Southern California - USGS = 1.5, Geological Survey, Pasadena
Southern California - Caltech = California Institute of Technology
Southern California - UCSD = University of California, San Diego
Nevada - UNR = University of Nevada, Reno

US and World - USGS/NEIC = National Earthquake Infermation Center
Offshore = West Coast & Alaska Tsunami Warning Center

..all members of the Advanced National Seismic System (ANSS)
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Info for Eq ¢i10283429

C‘!" L\ S
L}

sontharn ¢alifarria

Home recent earthquakes in California and Nevada

Research Togls

== PRELIMINARY EARTHQUAKE REPORT ==

General Earthquake Information >

Stations/ Instrumendtation » Southern California Seisrmic Network: a cooperative project of
Ed ti IR - U.S. Geclogica! Survey, Pasadena Californla
=ducational Resources Cailech Seismological Laboratory, Pasadena, California

About the Data Center

Version #1.; This repert supersedes any earlier raports of this event. This event has been
reviewed by a seismologist.

A micro earthquake occurred at 3:42:07 PM (PDT} on Monday, October 1, 2007,
The magnitude 2.3 event occurred 8 km (5 miles) w of Mission Beach, CA.
The hypocentral depth is 12 km { 8 miles).

Magnitude 2.3 - local magnitude (MI)

av. Oebnkee AT
Monday, Octobor 1, 2007 2t 3:42:07 PM (DT}

Moncay, October 1, 2007 at 22:42:07 (UTC)

Mission Beach, CA - 8 km {5 miles) W (260 degrees)
La Jola, CA - 12 kin (8 miles) SW {221 degrees)
Distance from San Diego, CA - 18 km (11 miles) WNW (288 degrees)
Balboa Park, San Diego, CA - 19 km (12 miles) WNW
{282 degrees)

32 deg. 45,9 min. N (32.765N), 117 deg. 26.5 min. W
{117.342W)

Depth 12 km (7.5 miles)

Time

Coerdinates

Quality Fair
Nst=029, Nph=029, Dmin=12 km, Rmss=0.1 se¢,
Erho=0.5 km, Erzz=0.8 km, Gp=273.6 degrees

Event 1ID# 10283429

Additional_ Information  map ||

Location Quality Parameters

Waveforms

For more information, see http://quake.wr.usgs.gov/
{ Index.map || big.earthguake.list || all_earthquake_list || glossary. of terms || top.page ]

f Digh you feel it? || Shake Map North || Relative2Me ]
[ Data.Sources || Centacts )

hitp://www.data.scec.org/recenteqs/Quakes/ci10283429.html 10/5/2007


http://quake.wr.usgs.gov/
http://www.data.scec.org/recenteqs/Quakes/cil0283429.html

Info for Eq ¢i10283293

southern cafifornia

Home recent earthquakes in California and Nevada

Research Tools

== PRELIMINARY EARTHQUAKE REPORT —

General Earthquake Information >

Stations/ Instrumentation Southern California Seismic Network: a cooperative profect of
Ed . iR 11.5. Gegloglcal Survey, Pasadena California
Heationa ?Sources Caltech Seismological Laboratory, Pasadena, California

About the Data Center

version #M: This report supersedes any earller reports of this event. This event has been
reviewed by a seismologist.

A micro earthquake occurred at 2:45:00 PM (PDT) on Sunday, September 30, 2007,
The magnitude 1,8 event occurred 7 km {5 miles) W of Mission Beach, CA.
The hypocentral depth Is 10 km { & miles).

Magnitude 1.8 - local magnitude (M)
Sunday, Septomber 30, 2007 2t 2
Sunday, September 30, 2007 at 21:45:00 (UTC)
Mission Beach, CA - 7 km {5 miles) W (266 degrees)
La Jolla, CA - 11 km (7 miles) SW (220 degrees)
Distance from San Diego, CA - 17 km (11 miles) WNW (292 degrees)
Balboa Park, San Diego, CA - 18 km (11 miles) WNW
(285 degrees)
32 deg. 46.4 min, N (32.774N), 117 deg. 19,5 min. W
(117.332W)

Cepth  10.2 km {6.3 miles)
Quality Fair
Nst=039, Nph=039, Omin=11 km, Rmss=0.16 sec,
£rho=0.4 km, Erzz=0.3 km, Gp=277.2 degrees
Event iD# c€i10283293

Additional Information  map ||

Ac-r\g Dad fDNT

B R te LR e

Time

Coordinates

Locatlon Quality, Parameters

Wwaveforms

For mere information, see http://quake.wr.usgs.gov/
[ Index_map |] big earthquake list | all_earthquake list || olossary of terms |) top page ]

[ Did.you feel it? || Shake Map North || Relative2Me ]
[ Data Sources || Contacts ]

http://www.data.scec.org/recenteqs/Quakes/ci10283293.html 10/5/2007
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Info for Eq ¢i10283245
601632 -

southern caliternia

Home recent earthquakes in California and Nevada

Research Tools

General Earthquake Information > == PRELIMINARY EARTHQUAKE REPORT ==
Stations/ lnstrmentatton Southern Califernia Seismic Network: a cooperative project of

~E--d-m~-wM:M T e mmm———" u.s. Geological Survey, Pasadena California
dcational Resources Caltech Seismoiogical Laboratory, Pasadena, California

Version #C: This report supersedes any earlier reports of this event, This event has been
reviewed by a seismologist.

A minor earthquake occurred at 2:14:53 AM (PDT) on Sunday, September 30, 2007,
The magnitude 3.0 event occurred 4 km (2 miles) ESE of San Diego, CA,
The hypocentral depth is 10 km { & miles).

Magnitude 3.0 - local magnitude (M1}
Sunday, September 30, 2007 at 2:14:53 AM (POT)
Sunday, September 30, 2007 at 9:14:53 (UTC)
San Diego, CA - 4 km {2 miles) £GE {123 degrees)
Balboa Park, San Diego, CA - 4 km (2 miles) SSE {163
Distance from degrees)
La Mesa, CA - 11 km (7 miiles) SW {224 degrees)
Chula Vista, CA - 14 km (9 miles) NW (308 degrees)
32 deg. 41.8 min. N (32.697N), 117 deg. 7.8 min. W
(117.130W)

Depth  10.4 km {6.5 miles)
Quality  Fair
Nst=061, Nph=061, Dmin=10 kmn, Rmss=0.18 sec,
Erho=0.2 km, Erzz=0.3 km, Gp=208.8 degreeas
tvent 1D# Cil(2B3245

Additional Information map |

Time

Coordinates

Location Quality Parameters

Waveforms
Did you feal it?

For more information, see http://quake.wr.usgs.gov/
[ Index map 1| big earthquake list || all earthquake list |} glossary of terms |{ tap page ]

[ Did you feel it? || Shake Map North || Relative2Me ]
[ Data Sources || Contacts ]

http://www.data.scec.org/recenteqs/Quakes/ci10283245 html 10/5/2007
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H%XI%ING’S{ HEARINGSI - Navy Broadway Complex - In Support

From:  "Brett Schaffter" <brettschaffter@cox.net>
To: <Hearingsl @sandiego.gov>

Date: 10/3/2007 12:25 PM

Subject: Navy Broadway Complex - In Support

Dear Mayor and Council Members,

! am a 16 year downtown resident and a resident/owner at the Park Place condominiums just 2 blocks east of the
proposed Navy Broadway Complex.

1 wanted to encourage you to support this exciting project. For too long residents of the Marina and Columbia
Neighborhoods have had to live with the “waste land” that is the current Navy Broadway Complex. Most of us
moved downtown to enjoy the amenities that are within walking distance to our homes. Currently the chain link
fence around the Navy property means we have no ability to use this government land. As the Navy project sits
now, there is no benefit to residents and visitors alike.

The proposed Navy Broadway Complex seems to be a nice balance between open space, offices, retail, hotels,
restaurants, civic buildings and parks. We are all cognizant that new parks are not free, and in our tax adverse
San Diego, it takes a public private partnership to build the type of amenities that | look forward to using at the
new Navy Broadway Complex. Yes, my views will be affected, but no one was every promised a forever view
where there would never by a new building with their view. '

Please support the new Navy Broadway development. | look forward to take my visitors to the new restaurants,
cafes, and museum upon its opening.

Thanks,
Brett Schaffter
700 W Harbor Drive #704

San Diego, CA 92101
619-804-2738

file://C:\temp\GW}00001. HTM 10/3/2007
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